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ADVERTISEMENT. 
HESE Memoirs come out the Firft Monday of 


every Month. 


I. 


A FURTHER Account of Dr. VI- 
TRINGA’s Commentary upon the 
Prophet ISAIAH. (The firft Pare 
of this Account may be feen in 
the laft Memoirs, pag. 9, & feq. ) 


[‘ Vitringa’s Prolegomena, prefixed to 


his Commentary upon Jfaish, will 

not afford me fo much Matter as his 
Preface: Thofe Prolegemena confift of feveral 
Seftions. 


I. Inthe Firft, the Author examines Two 
Traditions concerning the Prophet J/aiah, 
which are Current among the Jews, and ad- 
mitted by moft of the Chriftian Commenta- 
tors. The Firft Tradition imports, that 
Isiah was of a Royal Extra&tion, his Father 
Anoz keing Brother of smaziah, King of 
Juda. Dr. Kitringa rejects that Tradition, 
asa mere Fancy of the Jewifh Dofors, and 
fays, that if 1/aiei had been fo nearly related 


to a King, the Sacred Hiftory would not 
have been filent about it. berbanel alledges 
the Intrepidity of that Prophet, the Great. 
nefs of his Soul, the Purity, Elegance, and 
Sublimity of his Style, to fuppore that Tra- 
dition ; but fuch an Argument deferves no 
Anfwer. 

According to the Second Tradition , Isic 
ah was the Son-in-law of King Manafeh, 
and that Prince caufed him to be put to 
Death. It is faid in the Gemara, that the 
Prophet having had a fharp Difpute with 
Manaffeh , {poke thefe Words in his Pre 
fence: I know him fo well, that whatever 1 may 
fay, he will not believe me; and if I give him 
a reasonable Anfwer, he will aff like a proud and 
haughty Man. Afterwards he invoked the 
Name of the Lord, and was immediately 
abforbed by a Cedar ; whereupon King Me- 
naffeh ordered that Tree, and the Prophet 
who was in the Middle of it, to be fawed 
together. Our Author wonders, how fo 
many Judicious Men, from the moft Anci- 
ent Times of Chriftianicy, fuch as Juftin 
Martyr, Tertullian, Origen, St. Auftin, &c. 
could be fo credulous as to believe thac 
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Yaiah was fawed. Fuftin Martyr will have it, 
abat the Inftrument of the Prophet's Death 
was a Wooden Saw. Grotsius himfelf, in his Trea 
tife concerning the Truth of the Chriftian 
Religion,does not reje& the common Tradi- 
tion; but ’tis obfervable, that Tofatus t looks 
upon it as a mere Fable. [remember to have 
read that Paffage in that Old Commentator , 


and it confirmed me in the good Opinion I 


had of him. Dr. Vitringa quotes alfo another 
Author, viz. Buxtorf, (in Cataleffu, Cap. 
XXVII) who does not believe that Fewi/b 
Tradition. Were it true, that J/aish fuffer. 
ed fuch a Tragical Death, it would have 
been recorded in the Sacred Writings. Be- 
fides, one may very well infer from the 
Title prefixed to the Prophecies of J/aiah, 
that he died in the Reign of Hezekiah ; for 
had he exercifed his Miniftry in the Time 
of King Manafeh , it would have been men- 
tioned in that Title. The Paflage of the 
Epiftle to the Hebrews, Chap. XI. v. 37. 
wherein it is faid that fome were (formerly) 
fawn afunder on Account of Religion, can- 
not prove that it was the Fate of J/aiah. 
The Author of that Epiftle feems rather to 
defcribe the feveral Torments of the Mar- 
tyrs during the Perfecution of Antiochus 
Epiphanes. 


Il, The Second Se&ion concerns the 
Time when Ifaiah exercifed his Prophetical 
Miniftry. It was, as we read in the Title 
of his Book, im the Days of Uzziah, Jotham, 
Ahaz, and Hextkiah, Kings of Juda. Dr. Vi- 
aringa proves, that J/aiah was not a Prophet 
during the whole Reign of King Uzziah, 
and then he fhews, that Hefea began to pro- 
phefy before Isiah ; Amos before Hofea; and 
Yoel before them both. ' 


III. In this SeGion, the Author treats of 
the Subjeff of the Prophecies of Jfaiah. 
"That Prophet, fays he, defcribes the Coming 
of the Mefies and his Kingdom more large- 
ly and more clearly than any other Prophet : 
Hence it is that he has been called a Fifth 
Evangelift. Befides, he foretold what was 
ra happen to the J/raclites of his Time, and 
ao the Neighbouring Nations, fuch as the 
Mffyrians, Babylonians , Egyptians, Arabians, 
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Tyrians, Philiftines, Edomites, and Moabitess. 
and therefore a Learned Commentator upon 
Ifaiah has frequent Occafions to difplay 
his Learning. Ihe Subje& of J/aiah’s Pro- 
phecies is fo well known, that, as the Au. 
thor obferves, there is no Need of enlarging 
upon it, 


IV. As for what concerns the Style of 
that Prophet, all the Interpreters admire its 
Energy, Loftinefs, and Majefty. The Di- 
&ion of Jfaiah is Copious, Elegant, and 
adorned with Beautiful Metaphors; and 
bye Horace fays of Pindar, may be applied 
to him: 


Monte decurrens, velut amnis, imbres 

Quem fuper notas aluecre ripas, 

Fervet, immcnfufque ruit profundo 
Pindarus ore. 


Scaliger is one of thofe great Men, who ad- 
mire the Sublimity of the Ancient Prophets ; 
and he was fo charmed with the Digreffions 


‘contained in the Book of jos, that he feys 


they are generofe, mafcula, & fupra Pindari- 
cos modos t. 


V. The next Se&tion runs upon the Divine 
Authority of the Book of J/aiah. Dr. Hi- 
tringa deligned at firft co fay nothing upon 
that Head,for thefe Two Realons: 1. Becaufe 
a Chriftian cannot doubt of the Infpiration 
of Ifaiah, fince Chrift and his Apoftles re. 
prefent him as a true Prophet. 2. Becaufe 
though the Authority of his Prophecies may 
be proved by other Arguments, yet it ap- 
pears by Exper‘ence that they feldom con. 
vince thofe, who queftion or utterly deny 
the Infpiration of the Prophets. Where- 
upon the Author exprefies his Indignation 
againft the Unbelievers, and draws their 
Picture in very black Colours: This is the 
only Paffage wherein he appears angry. He 
adds, that if a Man who isa Lover of Truth 
and Virtue , reads the Prophetical Writings 
attentively, without perceiving that he zs 
with God, and without being ftruck wirh his 
Glory and Majefty ; if the thundering Voice 
of the Prophets does not affe& him; if he 
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does not difcover fomething greater and 
more fublime in it, than in the Word of 
Men; one can hardly expect, that he fhould 
be wrought upon by a long Series of Argu- 
ments. However, Dr. Vitringa is willing 
to enter into a formal Difpute with the Un- 
believers, and to prove againft them that 
Iaiah was divinely infpired. 

In the firft place, fays he, we have an Hi- 
forical Tradition preferved in Writing, and 
tranfmitted cto us by a conftant and undeni- 
able Succeffion, ever fince the Time of J- 
faiah. That Tradition imports, thatin the 
Reign of Uzziah, Jotham, Abaz, and He- 
zekiah, about Seven Hundred Years before 
the Coming of Chrift, there lived among 
the Fews at Ferufalem a Man called Jaiah, 
Son of Amz, who was accounted a true 
Prophet, and confulted by the King and the 
People in difficule Times; that when Senna- 
cherib invaded Judea, he foretold the Deli- 
verance of the fewijh Nation, and chat all 
his other Prophecies were exa@ly fulfilled ; 
that he was aMan of anExemplaryandAuftere 
Life; thae he cenfured the Vices of his 
Time, exhorted the People to Repentance, 
comforted Good and Pious Men, terrified 
the Wicked, and exercifed his Holy Mini- 
{try all the Time of his Life; and that he 
wrought Miracles for the Confirmation of 
his Doétrine and Prophecies. This is the 
firt Part of the Tradition. The Second 
Part confilts in this, viz. that the Prophecies, 
which go by the Name of J/aiah, were truly 
delivered by him. 

Now, fays Dr. Vitringa, there are only 

Two Exceptions, that can be made againft 
this Tradirion. 1. That the Jews might be 
miftaken in their Judgment of I/aias, and 
tranfmit their Miftake to Pofterity. 2. That 
the Tradition it felf may be uncertain, and 
fuch as cannot be depended upon. In An- 
{wer to the firft Exception, the Author fays, 
that if a Holy and Exemplary Life, a Con- 
ftant Zeal forthe Glory of God, a Faithful 
Adminiftration of the Prophetical Office, an 
Intimate Union with God, Prediétions ex- 
a&tly fulfilled , and Miracles publickly 
wrought, do not prove that a Man wasa 
Prophet, it will follow that there is no Cri. 
teriun, whereby a falfe Prophet may be di- 
ftinguifhed from a true one; which cannot 
be aiferted without Abfurdity. As for what 
concerns the Certainty of the Tradition con- 
cerning Jfaiah, let any one read the Books of 
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Kings and the Chronicles, fays the Author, 
and he will immediate] reeive, that 
they were written ina plain Style, and with 
a pious and honeft Defign; that the Circum~- 
ftances of Places, Perfons, Gre. do perfe@ly 
agree one with another; that every thing ree 
lating to our Prophet is clearly fpecified; 
in fhort, that no Hiftory can carry along 
with it greater Marks of Truth and Since- 
rity. Befides, fince that Hiftory is generally 
credited in its feveral Parts, what good Rea- 
fon, what juft Pretence can any one have to 
queftion the Truth of it in what concerns 
Ifaish? Nor cam any one doubt, that he is 
the Author of the Prophecies afcribed to 
him, without making himfelf ridiculous. 
Here our Author takes notice of fome Ob- 
jections of Spinoza againft che Prophecies of 
Ifaiah, as they are to be found in the Trada- 
tus Theologico.Politicus. Thofe Obje&ions 
are fo weak and fo frivolous, that Dr. Vitrin- 
ga found it no difficule thing to get a come 
pleat Viftory over the Author of that Trea- 
tile. Spincza was nota Learned Man; and 
therefore he was not qualified to write a 
Book againft Revealed Religion, that might 
deferve an Anfwer. 

Dr Vitringa proceeds to a Second Proof 
of the Divine In{piration of Jfa:ab, which 
he grounds upon the Subje4 and Matter of 
his Prophecies. Any one, fays he, who 
reads and confiders thofe Heaphouios atten 
tively, muft needs own that they are fo ad- 
mirable, fo extraordinary, and fo muck 
above the Power of Human Nature, that 
none but God can be the Author of them. 


V. The Fifth Se&ion concerns the Scope 
and Ufefulne{s of the Prophecies of Ifaiat 
I need not enlarge upon this Head. 


VI. In the next Se&tion, the Author 
makes fevera] Obfervations upon the Order, 
in which the Book of Ifaiah has been difpo- 
fed among the Prophetical Books. He ob- 
ferves , in the firit place , that according to 
feveral Ancient Authors, //aiah was prefixed 
to Jeremiah and Ezekiel. Secandly, ” takes 
notice of an Ancient Tradition among the 
Jews, importing that Jeremiah was placed 
before Ezekiel, and the Jatter before Jfaiah; 
and becaufe Dr. Lightfoot and Saubertus made 
Ufe of chat Tradition to explain a Paffage in 
St. Matthew's Cofpel XXVHL 9. where che 
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Evangelift quotes Jeremiah inftead of Zecha- 
riah, Dr. Vitringa undertakes to confure the 
Explication of thofe Two Learned Men, 
and his Reafons appear to me very folid. 
As for the Tradition it felf, our Author does 
not reject ic, and gives a better Reafon for 
it than the Talmudifts. If it be objected, 
that fuch a Tradition is inconfiftent with 
the Practice of the Modern Jews , in whofe 
Bibles J/aiah is prefixed to Jeremiah and Eze- 
hiel, De. Vitringa anfwers, thatthe Ancients 
took a great Liberty in difpofing the Sacred 
Books ; that they did conftantly divide them 
into Three Clafles, viz the Law, the Prophets, 
(that is, the Hiftorical and Prophetical 
Books,) and the Hagiographa; that they did 
alfo conftantly join the Twelve Minor Pro- 
es together in one Volume; but in other 

efpetts both the Ancient Jews and Chrifti- 
ans varied in the Difpofition of the Sacred 
Writings. If the Readers defire to know, 
how the Author refolves the Difficulty in 
the Paflage of St. Matthew's Gofpel above- 
mentioned, I fhall obferve that he believes 
*cis a Miftake of the Tranfcriber, who find. 
ing this Abbreviation Zess for Zechariah, 
took it for Tess, that is, legeuis; as it has 
been obferved by Mr. Huet, heretofore Bi- 
fhop of Avranches ; in his Demenftratio Evan- 
Btlica. 


VII. The laft Se&tion contains an Analy. 
fis of the Book of Jfsiah. 

Though this large Commentary is perhaps 
too Myfttical,yet ic appears to me from what 
I have read in it, that it is a valuable Per- 
formance. The Author being a Man of 
great Learning and Judgment, wil) never 

ublifh any thing, but what is worthy of 

im. I muft inform che Readers, that the 
firft Part of this Work reaches no farther 
than che End of the Twenty Third Chapter of 
Ifaiah. 

At this very moment I am obliged to re. 
ftore this Commentary, it being the only 
Copy in Town; and therefore I cannot 
for the prefent give a Specimen of it. 

I declare once for all, that I make as few 
RefleGtions as Ican. I might (for Inftance) 
have joined with Dr. Vitrings in running 
down the Cocceian Ely pothefis: I might have 
brought in Groriw, the Darling ¢ of our 





t The Church of England was the darling 
Church of that Great Man, 
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Learned Englifh Divines; Grotius, to whom 
I am fo much indebted, for putting me in 
my younger Years into the right Way of 
Underftanding the Bible: I fay, I mighe 
have brought in that Geeat Man making an 
Apology for admitting a double Senfe in 
feveral Prophecies; but I rather chofe noe 
to do it. When a Writer, who gives an 
Account of the prefent State of Learning, af- 
feéts to make a great many Refle&tions, it 
looks as if inftead of fetting off the Merit of 
hisAuthors,he defigned to fee up for himfelf. 
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4 SHORT AC alee Ed the Life 
of the Right Reverend Fat ber in God, 
THOMAS KEN, D. D. fometime 
Lord Bifhop of Bath and Wells. 
By W. HAWKINS, of the Middle- 
Temple, E/q;. Fo which is added, 
a {mall Specimen in order to a Publi- 
cation of his Works at large. Lone 
don: Printed fir John Wyat, at 
the Rofe in St. Paul’s Church-yard. 
MDCCXIII. In 8vo. pagg. 206, 


HOMAS KEN, Youngeft Son of 

Thomas Ken of Furnival’s Inn, by his 
Wife Martha, was born at Barkhamftead in 
Hertfordjbire, in Fuly 1637. He defcended 
fiom a very Ancient and Rich Family, 
known by the Name of the Ken’s, of Ken- 
Place, a Seat now belonging to the Ear} 
Poulett, who defcends from an Heirels of 
that Family. 

Mr. Ken went through his School-Learn- 
ing in Winchefter-Colege, where he contracted 
an intimate and lafting Friendfhip with 
Mr, Francu Turner, who was fiace Bifhop of 
Ely. From Winchefter, he removed to New- 
College at Oxford, and took his Batchelor of 
Arcs Degree in the Year 1661. his Degree 
of Mafter of Arts in 1664. that of Batche- 
lor of Divinity in 1678. and of Door of 
Divinity in 1679. 
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About the latter Erd ef the Year 1666. 
he was cholen into the Society of Winchefter, 
where his Virtue and Piety appeared in all 
their Luftre. That Society being chiefly 
defigned by the Founder for a retired and 
ftudious Life ; Mr. Ken made ic his main 
Bufinefs to promote the Good of Souls, and 
the Glory ¢t of God. In order to it, he 
conftantly preached at St. John’s Church in 
the Sosk, near Winchefter, where there was 
no Preaching Minifter; and therefore he 
called it his Cure. During that time, he 
brought over many Anabaptifts to the 
Church of England. And that he might 
have the more Time to ftudy, and to inftru& 
others, ‘‘ he ftrictly accuftomed himfelf to 
** but one Sleep ; which often obliged him 
to rife at One , or Two of the Clock in 
the Morning, and fometimes fooner. 
And it grew fo habitual, that it continued 
“* with him almoft till his laft IlInefs. And 
“ fo lively and chearful was his Temper, 
‘“ chat he would be very facetious and en- 


© tertaining to his Friends in the Evening, 


* even when it was perceived that with Dif- 
“* ficuley he kept his Eyes open ; and then 
“ feemed to go to Reft with no other Pur- 
“ pofe, than the refrefhing and enabling 
“* him with more Vigor and Chearfulnefs to 
“ fing his Morning-Hymn, as he then ufed 
** to do, to his Lute, before he put on his 
* Cloaths”. 

Afcer he had been Fellow of Winchef:r- 
College for fome Time, the Bifhop of W.n- 
cheer made him his Domeftick Chaplain, 
and prefented him to the Parfonage of 
Woodhay in Hampjbire ; and it was about this 
Time, that he publifhed his Manual of Pray- 
ers for the Ufe of the Winchefter Scholars. 
The fame Prelate foon after (in 1669) be- 
ftowed upon him a Prebend in the Cathedral 
Church of Wincheficr ; and whilft he enjoyed 
that Dignity, he was taken notice of by 
King Char'es IT. Inthe Year 1675, (a Year 
of Jubilee,) Mr. Ken travelled into Jraly as 
far as Rome; “ and upon bis Return within 
** that fame Year, he was often heard to fay, 
“that he had great Reafon to give God 
“ Tuanks for his Travels; fince ( if it were 





t Byhop Ken did conflantly prefix thefe 
Words, Glory be to God, 0 all bis Letters and 
Paper:, 
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** poflible ) he returned rather more con- 
” Frmed of the Purity of the Proteftanc 
“ Religion, than he was before”. After- 
wards the King made choice of him to go 
to Tangier with the Lord Dartmouth ; and at 


his Return, that Prince ordered he fhould. 
be his Chaplain. 


He was fometime after made Chaplain to | 


the Princefs of Orange in Holand; and his 
great Piety and prudent Behaviour gained 
him the Efteem of that Princefs, whom he 
always called his Miftrefs to his Death. 

Dr. Ken being returned into England, King. 
Charles in 1684. conferred upon him, of his 
own Motion, the See of Bath and Wells, va- 


cant by the Tranflation of Dr. Peter Mews — 


to that of Winckeffer. That Prince was 
pleafed to promiote Dr. Ken to a Bithoprick, 
though that Divine had refufed not long. 
before to receive into his Houfe a Lady, 
who accompanied the King to Ainchefter. 
When che King’s Period of Life drew 
near, Bifhop Ken *‘ gave a clofe Attendance 
‘** by the Royal Bed,. without any Intermif- 
* fion, at leaft for Three whole Days and 
“ Nights; watching at proper Intervals, to 
“ fuggeft pious and proper Thoughts , and 
* Ejaculations, on fo ferious an Occafion”’. 
Afterwards the Bifhop “ feveral times pro- 
“ pofed the Adminiftration of the Holy Sa- 
““ crament: But although it was not abfo. 
“ Jutely rejected, it was yet delayed from 
“ time to time, till (IT know not by what 
“* Authority ) the Bifhop, and all others. 
prefent, were put out from the Prefence, 
for about the Space of half an Hour, du- 
ring which Time, it has been fuggefted, 


“ thac Father Hudadlefion was admitted to. 


“ give Extreme Union %”. 

When King James came to the Crown, 
many Eminent !erfons did frequently fay, 
that they never knew any Man well qua- 
lified to do good in his Station, as Bifhop 
Ken was. “ He had a very happy Way of. 
“* mixing. his Spiritual with his Corporal 
“ Alms) Whenany poor Perfon begged of. 
** him, he would examine whether he could 
fay the Lord’s Prayer, or the Creed ; and 
he found fo much deplorable Ignorance 
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% Mr. Hawkins fays, that Bifbop Ken pir- 


fuaded King Charles to fend for the Queen, ana 


sa.ask ber Pardon for hit amourens%atrigues. 
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“ among the grown poor People, that he 
** feared little Good was to be done upon 
“ them: But faid, he would try, whether 
“ he could not Jay a Foundation to make 
“ the new Generation better. And this 
“ put him upon fetting up many Schools in 
‘* all the great Towns of his Diocefe, for 
“ poor Children to be taught to read, and 
** fay their Catechifm ; and about this Time, 
and for this Purpofe it was that he wrote 
“and publifhed his Expofition on the 
“ Church Catechifm ”, 

He went often in the Summer to fome 
great Parifh, where he preached twice, con- 
firmed, and catechized : ‘‘ And when he was 
** at home on Sundays, he would have Twelve 
* poor Men, or Women, to dine with him 
“in his Hall; always endeavouring, whilft 
‘* he fed their Bodies, to comfort the Spirits 
“by fome chearful Difcourfe generally 
** mixed with fome ufeful Inftruf&tion And 
‘* when they had dined, the Remainder was 
“ divided among them, to carry home to 
‘‘ their Families”. Bifhop Ken infpired 
Men with a Senfe of Religion, by his In- 
ftru€tion and Example. He often deplored 
the Condition of the Poor at “cds, who 
were very numerous ; and his great Charity 
moved him to contrive proper Expedients 
for their Relief. He complained,that Tradef- 
men did grind the Face of the Poor, growing 
rich by their Labour, and making them a very 
fcanty Allowance for their Work. 

After the Defeat of the Duke of Monmouth, 
he daily relieved and prayed with fome Hun- 
dreds of Prifoners, who were then in Hells. 
Though ‘‘ many of his Sermons were fra- 
“* med againft the Church of Rome; yet it 
was thought worth while to attempt to 
gain him over to the Intereft of that Par- 
ty at Court ; but fo ineffeftually, that up- 
on the Preaching of one of the Two Ser- 
mons now publifhed , and in the King’s 
own Chapel at Whitchal_—_—. and it being 
** mifreprefented to the King, who had not 
been prefent at Divine Service, but fend. 
ing for the Bifhop, and clofetting him on 
the Occafion, received nothing in An- 
fwer, but this fatherly Reprimand: That 
if His Majefty had net negleted his own Duty 
of being prefent, bis Enemies had miffed this 
Opportunity of accufing him. Whereupon 
he was difmifled ”. 

Every body knows that Bifhop Ken was 
one of the Seven Prelates, who oppofed 
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King fames’s Declgration of Indulgence, for 
which they were committed to the Tower. 
Mr. Hawkins informs us, that Dr. Hooker, 
now Lord Bifhop of Bath and Wells , ufed at 
feveral times his utmoft Endeavours to per- 
fuade Bifhop Ken to take the Oath ; but the 
Jatter told him at laft: 1 qucfion mot, but that 
you, and feveral others, have taken the Oaths 
with as good a Con{cience, as my felf fhall refufe 
them ; and fometimes you have almoft perfuaded 
me to comply, by the Arguments jou have ufed. 
But I beg you to urge them no farther; for fhould 
I be per{uaded to comply , and after fee Reafon to 
repent, you would make me the moft miferable 
Man inthe World. 
“ His Charity was fo extenfive, that ha- 
“ ving once, while in the See of Bath and 
‘* Wells, received a Fine of Four Thoufand 
‘** Pounds, great Part of it was given to the 
French Proteftants He had an Excel- 
“lent Genius for, and Skill in Mofick; 
an@ whenever he had convenient Oppor- 
tunities for it, he performed fome of his 
Devotional Part of Praife with his own 
Compofitions, which were grave and fo« 
’. He compofed many pious /ieces 
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in Verfe ; and there is an Epie Poem of his 
own making. to which he feems to have put 
the laft Hand. 

Bifhop Ken making bloody Water, which 
was afcribed to an Ulcer in his Kidneys, 
went to Briffol in the Beginning of the Year 
1715. for the Benefit of the Hzt-Well, where 
he fpent the Summer, till November follows 
ing. He removed from thence to Lewefton 
near Sherborne in Dorfet{bire, a Seat belonging 
tothe Honourable Mrs. Thynne. Being there 
feized with a dead Palfy on one Side of his 
Body, he was confined to his Chamber till 
about the Middle of March; and then refol- 
ved to goto the Bath, in hopes to find fome 
Relief from thofe Waters, notwithftanding 
his great Weaknefs, and the Advice of his 
Phyfician to the contrary; for he laboured 
under another Diftemper, vz. the Dropfy. 
Calling at Long-Leate on Saturday, in his 
Way to the Bath, he fpent that Evening in 
adjufting fome Papers. All the next Day 
he kept his Chamber, and on Monday he was 
confined to his Bed, till the Monday follow 
ing, Marca 19 1710-11, when he departed 
this World. The following Particular is 
remarkable. Bifhop Ken was fo little afraid 
of Death, that he travelled for many Years 
with his Srowd in his Portmanteay,and ufed 

to 
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to fay, Is was a thing that might be as foon 
wanted, as any other of bis Habiliments. He 
put it on, as foon as he came to Long-Leate, 
giving notice of it the Day before his Death, 
by way of Prevention, that his Body might 
not be ftripped. He was buried by his own 
Requeft at Froorme-Selwood, (it being the near- 
eft Parifh , within his Diocefe, to the Place 
where he died,) in the Churchyard, under the 
Eaft Window of the Chancel, juft at Sun-rifing, 
without any Manner of Pomp or Ceremony, befides 
that of the Order for Burial in the Liturgy of 
the Church of England. Bifhop Ken died in 
the Seventy fhird Year of his Age. Here 
follows a Declaration of his Religion, ex- 
tra&ted out of his Will made not long before 
his laft SicknefsS. 4s for my Religion, I die 
in the Holy Catholick and Apoftolick Faith, pro- 
fefsd by the whole Church before the Difunion of 
Eaft and Weft; more particularly I die in the 
Communion of the Church of England, as it 
fiands diftinguifhed from all Papal and Puritan 
Innovations, and as it adheres to the Dofrine of 
the Crofs. 

This fhort Account of Bifhop Ken’s Life 
is attended with Two Sermons, and feveral 
Hymns or Odes, compofed by that Prelace. 
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DISSERTATIONS fur diverfes 
Matieres de Religion & de Philo- 
logie, contenues en plufieurs Let- 
tres ccrites par des perfonnes {a- 
vantes de ce temps. Recueillies 
par Monfieur ?PAbbé DE TIL- 
LADET. A Paris, chez Fran- 
cois Fournier Libraire, en la mai- 
fon de Frederic Leonard, Impri- 
meur du Roi, rue Sainte Jacques, 
a l’Ecu de Venife. MDCCXII. 


That is, DISSERTATIONS. upon [e- 
veral Subjects relating to Religion and 
Philology 5 in many Letters, written 
by fome Learned Men of our Time, 


[714. . 2% 
and collected by the Abbot DE TII.- 


‘LADET. Paris. MDCCXILI. 
Two Volumes in 120. Vol. I. pagg. 


538. Vol. Il. pagg. 467. 


I Have given a general Notion of thefe 
Letters in Two fhort Articles from Pa- 
ris, in the Second Volume ¢ of thefe Az- 
moirs; which is all that I could do at that 
Time to fatisfy the Curiofity of the Readers. 
Thofe Letters are now come to my Hands: 
I prefume that a large Account of the Exghth, 
written to Mr. Perraut by Mr. Huet, hereto- 
fore Bifhop of Avranches, will not be unac- 
ceptable to thofe who have not feen ic. 
When Mr. Perraur publifhed his Parallel bce 
tween the Ancients and the Moderns, wherein 
he gives the Preference to the latter, he was 
doubtlefs very well pleafed with his Per- 
formance ; and when he defired the Bifhop 
of Avranches to give him his Opinion about 
that Work, he did not expe& to receive 
from that Prelate the following Letter. Be- 
fore I infert that Letter, ic will not be im, 
proper to fet down here what the Abbot de 
Tiladet {ays about it. Thefe are his Words. 
‘* Mr. Perraut having acquired a great Repu-. 
“* tation by feveral Poefies full of a Noble 
Fire, which proceeded from a happy Ge. 
nius ; and yet perceiving that his Produ- 
&ions, and thofe of many Excellent Men 
of thefe Jatrer Times, did not leffen the 
Glory of the Ancients, undertook tc 
compare their Works together, and to 
give all the Advantage to the Moderns. 
Long before him, Mr. des Marais, a Man 
of an exalted Wit, being of Opinion that 
Homer and Virgil could not be preferred to 
him, without wronging his Merit, took 
care to right himfelf, and did not {cruple 
to procla:m his Superiority. Mr. Perraue 
formed the tame Defign; but explained 
himfeif with greater Modetty, and ar. 
tempted to difparage the Ancients. That: 
Gentleman , who knew that he was infes 
rior to many others in the Study of An. 
tiquity, which is fo long and {o painful, 
found it more eafy to defpife the Ancients, 
than to get a fufficient Knowledge of their 
Writings. Mr. Huet being upon his Dee 
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‘* parture for his Diocefe, was prefented by 
“ Mr. Perraut with his Parallel between the 
“Ancients and the Moderns, and defired to 
“* examine it, and to tell him freely what he 
*‘ thought of ic. That Prelate difcharged 
“ this Sort of Commiffion more faithfully, 
*« than Mr. Perraut wifhed. He fhewed the 
“* Author of the Parallel, how rafhly he had 
“ criticized the Ancients, having but a fu- 
** perficial Knowledge of their Works. 
“ Mr. Perraut kept that Letter very clofe, 
** without ogee | any Anfwer to it; and 
*“* becaufe the Bifhop never thought of ir, 
** after he had writ ict, chat Letter would 
“* have lain in Oblivion, had it not been 
“ found among Mr. Perraut’s Papers after 
“ his Death”. Here follows the greateft 
** Part of that Letter. 


———I HAVE read your Book with 
great Pleafure, ( faysthe B fhop of Avranches:) 
i have been charmed with your Wit, Ele- 
gance, and Polite Learning, with the exact 
Obfervacion of the Charatters of your Ine 
terlocutors ; but much more with the Pro- 
bity confpicuous in your Work, fince you 
have been fo careful to vindicate fome Per- 
fons, whofe Merit was very well known to 
us. I do very much approve the Encomi- 
um you beftow upon Chapelain’s Pucelle, 
againft the Prejudices of the Vulgar. You 
have unfolded with great Penetration Mr. 
Scarron’s and Mr. Defpreaux’s Burlefque. In 
fhort, Ihave found a Thoufand Paffages, 
with which I have been infinitely pleafed. 

As for what concerns the main Queftion, 
be perfuaded, Sir, that no Man can judge of 
ic with more Impartiality than 1 do. I 
efteem the Ancients, but do not adore them: 
I don’c believe that they are infallible , I fee 
their Imperfe€tions, and acknowledge the 
Truth of many of your Accufations. I 
have faid in a Bock, which I publifhed feve- 
ral Years ago, that we do infinitely exceed 
the Ancients in Works of Gallantry, and in 
our way of treating of Love. I have had 
the fame Thoughts about feveral Arts and 
Sciences. Such is the Opinion, which I 
have always entertained ; and I believe that 
whoever thinks otherwile, runs into a wrong 
Extreme. I have already taken the Liberry 
to telf you feveral times, that if you had ob- 
ferved fuch a Method more carefully than 
you {cem to have done, you would have been 
generally approved ; and thae I feared you 
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would be decoyed by the Novelty of your 
Opinion, and the Applaufes of a great many 
People, who not knowing Antiquity, and 
defpairing to know it, as requiring a long 
and hard Labour, and an uncommon Genius, 
think the beft way is to defpife it; for Self- 
love does hardly allow any one to efteem 
any thing, bue what he underftands. You 
have too great a Senfe to value the Appro- 
bation of fuch Men, and to defire any other 
Judges, but fuch as have, befides good natu- 
ral Parts, a great Skill in Ancient and Moe 
nern Learning, and (to come nearer the 
Subje& in hand) a great Knowlege of the 
Poets of all Ages. I don’t pretend to be 
fuch a one, and confequently do not require 
from you, that you fhould depend-alrogether 
upon what I fay. I only befeech you to re. 
ceive kindly what my narrow Knowledge 
has afforded me, fince I impart it to you for 
no other Reafon, but to comply with your 
Defire. 

To begin with your Obfervation relating 
to the Defign of your Work ; it feems to 
me, that you do not explain it clearly 
enough, neither in this Part, nor in the 
furegoing. You do not fay, whether you 
compare together the Works, or the Wri. 
ters: Sometimes you give the Preference to 
our Age in both: Sometimes you acknow.- 
ledge, that the Ancients had a Superiority of 
Wit, and you afcribe only the Perfe&tion of 
Arts and Sciences to the Moderns; which 
would be no great Advantage to our Age, 
fince it could only pretend tothe Glory of a 
further Progrefs ; and one would think you 
have affefied fuch an Uncertainty , that you 
might retreat, in Cafe you fhould be pufhed 
hard. Burt, Sir, when you give up to the 
Ancients the Superiority of Wit, as you do 
in fome Places of this laft Book, being con- 
tented to difpute with them the Superiority 
of Works, you go dire&tly againft your 
Title, which promifes only a Paralle) be- 
tween Perfons; and what you obje& againft 
the Ancients, viz. the Faults which they 
have committed againft Senfe and Reafon, 
and which are only perfonal Faults, becomes 
infignificant. And when Mr. de Fontenelle 
joined with you, the Argument he made 
Ule of, grounded upon the Difpofition of 
the Fibres of the Brain, concerns Pertons, 
and not their Works. Indeed, if you had 
difputed the Superiority of Wit with the 
Ancients, and equalled the eee to 
them 
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them in that Refpe& , it would have been a 
good Reafon to give the Preference to Mo. 
dern Works, which, over and above that 
Equality, might claim the Advantage of 
new Improvements. Whereas if we give 
up to the Ancients the Superiority of Wic, 
éc cannot be doubted but that an Unequality 
of Produftions muft arife from Men of an 
unequal Genius. 

As you have not explained your Thoughts 
clearly enough about that Queftion, give 
me leave to tell you, that you do not faith- 
fully reprefent the Sentiment of your Ad- 
verfaries, who fpeak under the Name of 
your Prefident. If you make him fay fome 
Fooleries never heard of before, to confute 
them, and to make your felf merry, it will 
be no great Glory, and you muft not expe& 
to obtain a Victory by fuch a Method. 
Who are thofe Criticks, who affirm what 
you make the Prefident fay, that no Man 
will ever be able to do any thing, that comes 
near the Works of fome Ancients named by 
you ? That ‘tis impoffible to attain to that 
Degree of Beauty, which is obfervable in 
them ? That Homer is the moft melodious Ver- 
fificr, that ever was, and evor will be? That 
one muft kneel down before the Infcriptions 
of Ancient Medals, and that there is in 
them an adorable Simplicity? What you 
have anfwered in Defence of Saint Amand, 
will doubtlefs be retorted againft you, viz. 
that the Admirers of Antiquity ought to be 
condemned by their own Words, and not by 
what you make them fay. 

My Second Remark concerns the Judg- 
ment you give about Poets and loems 
throughout the whole Book. You only take 
notice of fome particular Thoughts and Ex- 
preflions; whereas you fhould have examined 
a Poem in the whole, its Defign, and Oeco- 
nomy, its Images, and Ornaments, and their 
Effecis. Now this you have not done; or 
at leaft you have done it very fuperficially. 
And yet this was the main thing ; and fhould 
your Adverfaries acknowledge, that you are 
in the right, when you charge the Ancients 
with fome wrong Expreffions, and Faults 
againf{t Decorum, and even againft Judgment, 
they might neverthelefs tell you, that one 
ought not to judge of a Work by minute 
things, which are negle&ted by the greateft 
Men, but by the whole. Nay, you your 
felf alledge that Reafon and that Rule to 
juftify the Pucelle, a Poem, which has been 
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ufed, as you ufe the Jiias. Several Perfons 
have judged of chat French Poem by fome 
particular Expreffions, which appear harth 
and ftrained, and by fome unhappy Com- 
parifons, and not by what is effential to it; 
as if one fhould judge of a Palace by two 
or three broken Stones. Befides, you ace 
knowledge the Certainty of that Rule, when 
you fay elfewhere, that Verfification is not 
eflential tothe Poem. You might have ad- 
ded Manners and Cujtems, which are fill Iefs 
effential ; and if this Principle be admitted, 
all your Remarks come to nothing. More- 
over, it may be faid that our Nation, and 
our Age, being corrupted by the Tafte of 
Women,do not love a long & fublimeWork. 
We are only for Madrigals, Triolets , and 
Rondeaux. We can hardly read a whole 
Ode. Cana Man in our Days raife his Mind 
to the Grandeur of the Epic Poem? Can he 
have the Patience to read it through, and 
examine it? Does he underftand the Rules, 
whereby one ought to judge of it? ’Tis 
now ufual to judge of that Poem by the 
fame Rules, whereby one may judge of 
Madrigals; I mean, by nice Thoughts, agree- 
able Turns, fine and polite Expreflions. 
This is what they look for in a whole Epic 
Poem: They will have it to be a Madrigal 
throughout, that is, ridiculous; as if one 
would have all the Pictures of the Gallery 
of Verfaillesto be in Miniature. In order to 
draw a juft Parallel , you fhould have com- 
pared Two Epic Poems together: But you 
took care not to do it; for fuch a Comparie 
fon would not have been to the Advantage 
of the Moderns. You have alfo avoided to 
look out minutely for the filly things of the 
Modern Poets ; whereas you have carefully 
enquired into thofe of the Ancients: And 
when your Sincerity and Candor force you 
to acknowledge the Superiority of the 4necs 
above the Modern Epic Poems; does not 
fuch a Confeffion decide the Queftion, not 
only in Favour of the 4:neis, but alfo of the 
Ilias and Odyf[ca? 

You treat of the Adtion of the Fable, and 
of the Conftitution of the J/ias, only in one 
Place, where you fay that fome believed that 
the Jiias was only made up of patched Pieces, 
and that this Opinion is an undeniable Proof 
of the little Worth of the Fable of the J/as. 
To this it wil] be anfwered, that the Falficy 
of that Opinion appears from the Regularity 
of the Fable of the mei becaufe ’tis — 
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all Reafon, to think that fuch a wonderful 
ProduGion fhou!d be the Work of Chance. 
We muft therefore approve what you make 
your Frefident fay, viz. that the Fable of the 
dias ought to be examined in it felf; and 
then we fhall difcover the Unity of Adion, 
the Proportion of Time, ( which, I think, 
has been reduced to fifty One, or Fifty Four 
Uays,) the Art of beginning the Narration 
with the Middle of the Fable, the Situation 
of the Epifodes, the Variety and Difpoficton 
of Images, and the Contexture of the whole 
Piece. Now it is no lefs impoffible to ima- 
gine, that this thould have been effected by 
a forcuitous Collesiion of feveral Pieces, than 
to fancy that Scones thrown at random from 
the Top of a Mountain, fhould form a Palace 
atthe Bottom. Add to this that Unmitormt- 
ty of Style, Genius, and Colours which 
prevails throughout the whole Poem, and 
which fhews chat all the Parts of it come 
from the fame Hand. Add to this again the 
Conformity, not only in the Charatier, but 
alfo in the Difpofition of the Parts of the 
Hias with the Odyffea, which cannot be faid 
ro confift of feveral Pieces patched up toge- 
ther. Laftly, I muft obferve, that when 
Ariftotle medicated upon the Nature of Epic 
Poetry, his Reafon could afford him nothing 
betcer, than what had been performed by 
Homer. And let no body think that 4riftotle 
is funk, becaufe he is contemned by tome 
Philofophers of this Age, who never knew 
him. He has fome Imperfeétions, and even 
great ones; but, all things duly confidered, 
1 know no Philofopher that can be compa- 
red to him for Penetration, Subtilty. Extent 
of Wir, and Depth of Learning. But what 
puts an End to the Queftion, is, that the 
Zeneis, which by your own Confeffion ex- 
ceeds all the Epic Poems both Ancient and 
Modern, and even the O4)/fea, was formed 
according to thofe Rules, and according to 
that Model. 

I proceed to the particular Remarks which 
you have made upon feveral Paflages in Ho- 
mer, Virgil, and Horace; and before I enter 
mto a Detail, I muft tell you in general, 
that moft of the #idiculous [Things and Im- 
perfections which you have centured, pro- 
ceed only from the Diverfity of Manners and 
Languages. If our Age and our Nation 
were the Rule of what is Right and Good, 
the Difference would be quickly decided ; 
but our Age being a Party in the Caufe, 
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cannot be the Judge of it. And yet you 
make our Age the Judge, by pretending ta. 
citly, thatthe Ancients thou'd have repre. 
fented all their Kings like ours, and all their 
Palaces like that of Verfaiiles. At this rate 
the Age of Bew/s XIV. will laugh at that of 
Fra>cers the Firft, who wore fhore Gair and a 
long Beard ; and for the fame Reafon, the 
Age of Francis the Firff will be merry about 
thefe Waggons drawn by Oxen, which the 
Merovingian Kings made ufe of. Are you 
fure that there will never be an Age, where 
in all the Magnificence of our Time will be 
accounted Poverty; or another Age wifer 
than this, wherein Men will hate Luxury, 
admire Modefty, Temperance, and Fruga- 
lity, and be afhamed of our Vanity and 
Piofulenefs? You are difplezfed to find in 
Homer chat there was a Dunghil at the Gate 
of the Palace of Laertes: Why ? Lbecaufe 
there is no Dunghil at rhe Gate of the Lowe 
wre, nor at the Gate of Verfailles? But have 
we not ftill a great many Afts made by our 
Kings, and dated im corre Dowmini noftri Regis, 
wherein the Word Corte, from whence 
comes that of Court, fignifies a Yard in a 
Village, where they breed Poultry ? Befides, 
did you confider that Homer reprefents Lacre 
tes, as an old Lord, weary of the World 
and Bufinefs, living in the Country to {pend 
the remaining Part of his Days in the inno. 
cent Pleafures of Husbandry, Qui rure vere 
barbaroque letatur? But can Husbandry be 
exercifed without dunging the Ground ? 
And can the Ground be dunged convenient+ 
ly, unlefs the Husbandman can have the 
Dung ready at hand? Is not this, properly 
freaking, the rus verum & barbarum of that 
Rural Houfe of Fauftinus, with which Mar- 
tial was fo well pleafed ? Nay, the Age of 
Lewis the Great will laugh at the Slovenli- 
nefs of the Age of Lewis the Great, when 
every body eat Soop out of the fame Dith, 
putting the Spoon from the Difh into the 
Mouth, and from the Mouth into the Difh; 
which now would make one’s Stomach rife. 
You are fo prepoflefled againft : omer, that 
what you fay upon this Head, fhews an itch- 
ing Defire of finding Fault, withour any 
Reafon for it. You fay that Homer could not 
beftow more polite Manners than thofe of 
his Age ; but that fuch Manners depreciate 
his Work. Can the Merit of a Work de- 
pend upon the Manners of the Age, in 
which it is written ? Will you affirm, that 
the 
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the Elevation of the Mind, the Beauty of 
Thoughts, the Sublimity of the Style, the 
regular Conftitution or Difpofition of an 
Epic Poem, are peculiar to certain Ages? 
And, to ufe your own Words, do they not 
feem rather to have been made from all 
Eternity ? Atthis rate you may defpife, not 
Only the J/ias, but alfo the AEneis, the Gerus 
fa'emme liberata, and all the Epic Poems, be- 
caufe you find no Artillery in them, nor any 
Fortifications after the Modern Way. At 
this rate you may defpife all the Ancient 
Pictures of the greateft Mafters, becaufe 
they exhibie no Campagne-Coats, no Beards 
@ la Royale, no Stays tor a Hat, no Furba- 
lows in the Pettycoats of the Ladies. 

The Diverfiry of Languages affords you 
alfo many Cenfures, upon this Suppofition, 
that when Words of differene Languages 
have the fame Signification , they have alfo 
the fame Ufe. And yet ic would be an eafy 
thing to fhew you the contrary by a hundred 
Examples. A Word is mean in one Lan- 
guage, and not in another ; it pleafes in the 
former, and is fhocking in the latter, though 
the Signification remains the fame ftill. In 
thefe Words of Virgil, Phyl amat corylos, 
the laft Word is very graceful: Sayin French, 
Phyllts aime les coudriers, ( Phyllis loves Hafel- 
trees; ) every body will Jaugh at it: And yet 
a Coudrier, (: a Hafel-tree,) is the fame thing 
both in Latin and French. If, in order to 
make Virgil ridiculous, any one fhould al- 
ledge that Paffage in an Affembly held at a 
Lady’s, will Virgil lofe his Reputation by 
it? And if an Intelligent Man, and a good 
Judge, happens to be there, what will he 
think of the Droll, and of thofe who ap- 
plaud him? Do you believe it will be more 
difficult to ridicule Malherbe, and all our beft 
Poets, by fuch a Method, than to ridicule 
Homer, Virgil, and Horace, as you have done? 
Tranflate this Verfe of Malherbe into Latin, 
De pleurs fe noya le vifage, (drowned his Face 
with Tears; ) and you will fee how ridicu. 
Yous the French Horace willbe. Tranflate al- 
fo thefe Words of the fame Poet, 7a louange 
dans mes vers D’ Amarante couronnce, (Thy Prai- 
fes in my Verfes crowned with Amarant; ) and 
you will fee whether a Praife crowned with 
Amarant will be as pleafing in Latin, as it 
pleafes in French, Say in Latin what Mr, 
Chapelain faid fo nobly in French, Que les 
beaux E/prits ont pris le Cardinal de Richelien 
pour bus de leurs veiles, { that the Wits made 
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Cardinal Richelieu the But of their Lucubra- 
tions ; ) and you'll fee whether it will be ve- 
ry difficule co make one felf merry at Mr. 
Chapelain’s Coft, when the Wits appear 
fhooting at a Mark, and difcharging their 
Lucubrations upon Cardinal Richelicw. Put 
into Latin thefe fafhionable Expreflions : Ux 
Bros revenu, une groffe terre, il eff a la Cour fur 
wn bon pica, it faut voir, il faut favoir, il fe 
donne des airs, tl a lefprit mal tourne, anda 
thoufand like Expreffions # ; and you will 
raife no fmall Laughter. You have rightly 
obferved, that we have not a fufficient Skill 
in Greek and Latin to judge of the Beauty of 
thofe Two Languages; but do you think 
you underftand them fufficiently to cenfure 
them? You laugh at Horace for ufing the 
Word Beam initead of Ship. If his Language 
allowed him to ufe that Word in fuch a 
Senfe, you muft laugh at the Latin Tongue, 
and not at Horace. If the French Language 
allows me to fay, Que je trowvai wn boinme 
avec une Cravate, un Brandebourg , C nn Cane 
dcbec, (that I found a Man with aCravate, @ 
Campagne-Coat, and aCaudebec), though thofe 
Words may appear never fo fhockingtoa 
Foreigner, will he have any Reafon to laugh 
at me, becaufe I ufe fuch Expreffions as I 
have learned from my Mother Tongue. 

Let us proceed to your particular Re. 
matks. You reprove Homer and Virgil for 
leaving their Fables imperfe& ; the former 
for faying nothing of the Taking of Troy; 
and the latter for not mentioning the Mar. 
riage of Aineas with Lavinia, nor his taking 
Poffeffion of the Kingdom of the Latins. 
Which agrees well enough with this Remark 
of your own making, that Eloquence leaves 
out many things to be underftood by the 
Hearers ; whereas Poetry leaves out nothing 
of that Nature. I confefs I have been ama- 
zed to fee, that fo great a Mafter as you are, 





M I (the Author of thefe Memoirs ) have 
read [omewhcre, that a Profefir of Groningen, 
in ordcr to fhew thatthe French Tongue is a filly 
Language, expreed him If co this purpofe in « 
printed Bok. ** Tvanflate this Expreffion, 
*‘ Tl y a des gens, (r4at is, there are fome 
‘* Men, there are fome People,) Wierd fir 
‘* Word into Latin; azd you fall have, Ile 
“ hic habet gentes. Can any thing be more 
 vidicwlous’’ © continuesthe Prof fir. 
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fhould entertajn fuch an Opinion ; for all 
thofe who have treated of the Poetical Art, 
and of the Art of Speaking, are agreed, that 
eicher in Profe, or in Verte, nothing can be 
more naufeous, than a Difcourfe coo full of 
Circumftances, and too miaute a Detail: 
Whereas nothing flatters a Man more agree- 
ably, than when an Orator and a Poet have 
fo good an Opinion of his Wit, as to believe 
that he will underftand many things, though 
they are not fpecified : So that the great Arc 
confilts in enabling an Hearer or a Reader 
to fupply what is wanting. If you apply 
this Maxim to the Jlias and the Anew, you 
will find, that fince Homer mentions the 
Death of a Hero, who was the only Perfon 
that prevented the taking of 7roy, he gives 
us fufficiently to underftand that this City 
was taken ; as Virgil gives us to underftand 
the Marriage of Aneas with Lavinia, and 
confequently his being pofleffed of the King- 
dom of the Latins, by mentioning the Death 
of a Rival, who was the only Obftacle 
to thofe Two Things. Befides, how can 
you juftly cenfure Homer for faying nothing 
of che taking of Troy, if it does not belong 
to the Aétion and Fable of his Poem? Does 
he fay in the Beginning of his Poem, that 
he is going to fing the taking of Troy? No, 
he flys he is going to fing the Anger of 4- 
chiles: For you muft not expe&, that your 
ConjeQures about the Defign of the Ilias, 
and the Manner how it was compofed, fhould 
be more credited, than the very Words of 
Homer, the Teftimony of all Antiquity, (ex- 
cepting two or three rafh Sophifts, who had 
Jietle Skill inthe Art of Poetry,) and chief- 
ly, as I have already obferved, the Conftitu- 
tion of that Poem, which has been the Mo- 
del of the greateft Men, both Ancient and 
Modern. Thus, it will appear that here, as 
as well as in other Places, you lay upon Ho- 
mer whatever you think may make him ridi- 
culous. 

When you find faule with thofe free Odes, 
that Jaunch out of cheir Subje& wirhout re- 
Juming it, you muft find faule not only with 
Homer and Pindar, but alfo with the Pfalms, 
and Sacred Canticles, and the Pra&tice of all 
Ages and Nations. I knew a Man, who 
pretended very ferioufly to be able to 
fhew the Efficient, Final, Material , and 
Formal Caufes of every Pfalm of David. 
This Opinion has been Jately revived by a 
Commentator ugon the Pfaiter. According 
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to this Rule, there will be no grest Diffe- 
sence between an Argument in Formand an 
Ode; and Poetry wili no longer depend upe 
on Genius and Infpiration, but upon the 
Rules cf Logick. There will be no Poeti- 
cal Enthutiafm , and the beft Logicians will 
be the beft Lyric Poets. As forme, I have 
quite another Taite: I love a Poet, who 
ihakes off the Rules of Are in the Compo- 
fition of an Ode, who avoids all Manner of 
Conftraint, and carries me through different 
Ways, fetting new Images before my Eyes. 
I fhould not love to be confined toa Walk, 
and to move always in a ftrait Line, and 
gravely: I defire to go out through a Door, 
and to come in through another, to wander 
on the Right Hand, and onthe Left, to mend 
my Pace, to run, to lie down upon the 
Grafs, to leap over a Ditch, to climb upa 
Hill, and detcend into a Valley. 

I do not fee how you can reconcile your 
Thoughts about this Head with what you 
fay {peaking of Comedies, viz. that tis not 
true, that every thing requires a determined 
Quantity. You require fome Rules in an 
Ode, and none in a Comedy; and upon 
this Principle, you approve a Comedy, 
wherein neither the Unity of Place, nor the 
Rule of Twenty Four Hours, will be ob- 
ferved. At this tate, you will make an Epic 
Poem of Twenty Four Hours, and a 
Comedy of a Year, and both of a Hundred 
Years, whenever you have a mind to it. 
You will make a large Gate for a little 
Houfe, Jarge Cloaths for a little Man, and 
give a Giant the Hands of a Dwarf. In 
fhort, there will be no need to obferve any 
Proportions. I leave it to you to confider 
all the other Confequences of your Paradox. 

As for thofe Jong tailed Comparifons of 
Homer, as you call them, why do you find 
Faule with that Poec for ftretching out his 
Comparifons as far as he pleafes, if it be true, 
that every thing does not require a determi- 
ned Quantity ? But after all, Homer is noe 
fo much to blame for this, as the Afatichs, 
among whom ’tis thought he was born. 
The Afiaticks were great Talkers, contrary 
to the Lacedemonians: We keep a Medium 
between both; but we muft not pretend, 
that our Ufage fhould be their Rule; at leaft 
you will not effect it by a Parallel between 
the Ancients and Moderns, but rather be- 
tween Afia and Europe, 
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When you pofirively affirm, in order to 
ery down the Comparifons of Homer, that 
the Holy Writings, nor any Sacred or Pro- 
fane Poet, afford any Inftance of fuch Com. 
parifons,.you could fay nothing more con- 
trary to your Opinion The Sacred Wri- 
tings, the Books of the Per/ians and Indians, 
the A’coran, and the Arah.ck Books, are full 
of thofe ftretched Comparifons. Does not 
Solomon compare the Hair of the Bride to a 
Flock of Goats coming down from Mount 
Gilead: Her YFeeth, to a Flock of fhorn 
Sheep, which come up fiom the Wafhing, 
whereof every one beais Twins, and none 
is barren among them: Her Neck, to the 
Tower of David, buile for an Armoury, on 
which hang a Thoufand Bucklers, all Shields 
of Mighty Men: Her Brealis, to Two 
young Raes, char are Twins, which feed 
among Lilies: [he Joints of her Legs and 
Thighs, to Jewels, the Work of the Eland 
of a cunning Workman: And hei Neck, to 
the Tower of Lebanon, which looks towards 
Damafeus? Though the Tails which thofe 
Comparifons drag, are ..ot eflential ro them, 
yet they are an Ornament: The Ancient 
Nations, not contented to fee the Imige of 


what was reprefented to them, were alfo - 


willing to fee the Edge of it. Nay, one 
may find many fuch Comparifons in the 
Modern Poets When Mr. Chapzlain com- 
pared an irrefolute Man to an Oak fhaken by 
the Wind. was it an effential Pare of his 
Comparifon to reprefene that Oak upon the 
Apennine ? And when Malherbe compared a 
Conqueror to a River ove: flowing its Banks, 
aad deftroying every thing in its Way, was 
it neceflary to add, that it deprives the 
neighbouring Fields of the Hope of a Har- 
veft? Fhe Difference berween thefe Tails, 
and thofe of the Afia:ccks, is not very con- 
fiderable. If you had thought of the Fur- 
elows, chat are now fo fafhionable, you 
wonld not have faid, that a Train ought to 
be of che fame Scuff and Colour, as the 
Gown of which it makes a Part 
You banter poor Homer, becaufe he placed, 

as you fay, the Ifle of Syréa under the Troe 
pick. If he had committed fuch a Miftake, 
it would be a very grofs one; and thole 
who have commended chat Poet for his Skill 
in Geography , muft have been very igno- 
rant. Butif Homer does not fay what you 
impute to him, you lie open to the Ceafure 
of chofe who have a due Efteem for Anti- 
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quity. Inthe firft place, it cannot be deni» 
ed, that to pretend chat Homer knew not the 
Situation of one of the Cyclades, which 
were then fo well known, fo frequented, and 
fo near his Country, is much the fame as ta: 
pretend, that Chapelain knew not the Siru- 
ation Of Bourges, or Beurdeaux, But if you 
had coniulted thae Paflage in the Oviginal, 
you would have feen that Homer has exactly 
reprefented the S.tuation of that Iflend, 
when he makes Eumaeus fay in the Ile of 
Ithaca, that che lle of Syria is beyond Delos; 
for it does not le far fiom Delos Eaftward, 
and Ithaca lies Wefward. Will you carry 
your Criticifm fo far, as to fay that Homer 
places alfo Delos under the Tropick; as ins 
deed he muft have done, if the lile of Syria 
lying near it, was under that Circle. ‘The 
le of Delos was then as well known all over 
the 4cean Sea, in all Greece, and upon al} 
the Coalts of fia minor, as the Pont-neuf is 
known at Paris. Belides, the Words of 
Homer, 831 Somad nerivss t, Where are the Con- 
verlions of the San, do not fignify, as you 
precend, that the Ifle in Queftion was fitu. 
ated underthe Tropick. If Homer had meant 
fo, he would have faid, Where is the Convere 
fion f the Sun, aud nots Where are the Conver- 
fions I can affure you, Sir, that I 
urderftood this. ?effage when I was a School- 
boy. ‘Tistrue, Dsogenes Laertius fays. there 
was in that Ifland an Heliotropium made by 
Pherecydes, who is not io Ancient as Homer, 
It was an Engine, which fhewed the Solfices 
by the Shadow of a ‘ia. But there might 
have been one of an older ftanding than thae 
of Phirecydes. Or perhaps Pherecydes did on- 
ly repair or perfect the old one. Thofe Hee 
liotrop’a were known in Paleftine, and among 
the jews, witnefs that of King Abaz, Father 
of Hezekiah. I have fhewed in my little 
Book concerning the Terreftrial Paradife, that 
in the very Lime of the Judges of Ifrael, 
there were in thofe Countries Aftronomical 
Columns, fer up by the Canaamtes. But the 
Phen:cians had a frequent Trade in the Ifles 
of the Alzean Sea ; from whence it may be 
conj-Suced, that for the Ufe of their Navi- 
gitiun they fet up an Helsotropium in the Ifle 
of Syria. And if Pherecydes, who was a 
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the Phenicians, repaired and perfe&ted that 
Engine, we need not wonder chat it fhould 
have been called by his Name; as feveral 
Princes beftowed their Names upon Ancient 
Cities, after they had repaired and imbel- 
lifhed them. Now, Sir, you may judge 
from what I have faid, how your Criticifm 
will be ufed by che Criticks. Miftakes oc- 
cafioned by an itching Defire of cenfuring 
others, are not fo excufable as thofe chat 
proceed from Inadvertency. 

I do not approve the extravagant Exagge- 
ration of thofe, who have called Homer the 
Father of all Arts, if it be true that any 
have called him fo; nor muft it be taken in 
a literal Senfe: They only meant, he was 
not ignorant of the Arts, that flourifhed in 
his Time ; which cannot be denied ——— 

You preach up a perfeé& Love, and call 
Aeneas a perfidious Man, becaufe he left 
Dido; which, fay you, does not agree with 
the Epithet Pious beftowed upon him by 
Virgil. But you don’t confider, that his 
Perfidioufnefs proceeds from his Piety ; and 


thae he left Dido for no other Reafon, but. 


becaufe the Gods would have it fo. Befides, 
wherein does his Unfaithfulnefs confit ? In 
not marrying that Princefs? But had he 
promifed to marry her? Say, if you will, 
that he.was not fo chaft as a Veftal, and I 
fhall not contradi& "you. :ncas was a 
Weeper, fay you: ’Tis true, he was apt to 
fheé Tears, as all good Men and Heroes are, 
according to Homer You add, that he was 
timorous. He knew the Dangers; but ne- 
verthelefs expofed himfelf tothem. True 
Valour does not confift in being concerned 
at che Sight of a Danger, but in overcoming 
the Fear occafioned by ic—— 

I don’t believe, as you do, that the Au- 
thor of the Lutrin is the Inventer of that 
Sort of Burlefgue, which exprefles mean 
things in pompous Words. Whatever you 
may fay, the Batrachomyomachia, and the Sec- 
chia rapita, are nothing elfe. I cannot ap- 
prehend, how you can fay that Rats and 
Frogs are not mean things. ‘The Compari- 
fon you make between them and Bees is not 
right, Bees, if we confider their Honey, 
are very uleful to Mankind, and make no 
finall Part of Husbandry; but Rats and 
Frogs are oaly mifchievous Creatures. Scar. 
row is full of this Sort of Burlefque, the In- 
vention whereof you afcribe to Defpreaux ; 
and I have in my Head many Paffages of our 
French Poets in the fame Kind. 
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The Chara&ter of our Friend Mr. de Ja 
Fontaine is not new, though it be very 
agreeable. It confiftsin an Imitation of our 
old French Poets, which had been already at~ 
tempted and hit by Voitare, Sarrax:n, and 
Charleval, Gc. 





IV. 


A LETTER written to the Authors 
of the Memoirs of Trevoux, by Fa- 
thr DIEGO DE QUADROS, a 
Fefuit, Profeffor of Philofopby in the 
Univerfity of Alcala, concerning the 
Method of Learning the Hebrew 
Tongue without Points, propofed 
by Dr. Matclef, Canon of Amiens. 


Tis but feldom that 1 prefent the Readers with 
fome News from Spain. Who would have 
thought, that @ Profeffor in the Univ r ivy of Ale 
Cala fhould Le the firft im making Remorks upon 
Dr. Mafclef’s Method of Learning the He. 
brew Tongue without Poinrs? That Method 
may be fren in the Fir? Volume of thefe Me- 
moirs, Numb. | XXXIX. and in the Second 
Volume, pag 1,& feq 78, & feq. 


Reverend Fathers, 


if HAVE read in your Journal a New 
Method of Reading and Learning Hebrew, 
and other Oriental Languages, without the 
Help of Points. That Mcthod, invented by 
Dr. Mafclef, Canon of Amiens, is ingenious, 
and has fomething in ic that is plaufible. 
Hlowever, it contains fome Difficulties, 
which appear to me the more confiderable, 
becaufe they may be fupported by rhe Au- 
thority of a Writer very well known in 
France, and very Eminent in that Sort of 
Learning. This Confideration moves me to 
f:nd you my Refle&tions upon that Subje&, 
to be inferted in your Journal, if you think 
they deferve ir. 

Dr. Mafclef, in order to eftablifh his New 
Method, endeavours to do Three Things. 
1. He undertakes to prove, that the Punétu- 
ation of the Maforets ought to be rejected 
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for feveral Reafons; that the CharaQerilti- 
cal Letters, or Confonants, are the only 
Letters which ought to be minded for the 
Difcovery of the Senfe of Scripture ; and 
that it is the only Way to find in it a genu- 
ine and true Senile, fice from all Manner ot 
Contradigtion. 2. He propofes the Method 
which he has invented, and maintains, that 
if it be followed, one may more certainly 
and more eafily know, how Hebrew Words 
ought to be read, than with the Help of 
Points, though it be true, that Confonants 
can neither be read, nor form any Sound, 
without being joined with Vowels. 3. He 
anfwers the Objections, and does it ingeni- 
ovfly and learnedly. However, he fwal- 
Jows fome things, that can hardly be digefl. 
ed. Here follow fome of them. 


Firft, He is obliged to confefs, that his 
Hypothefis is wholly arbitrary, and newly 
invented) But what is the Que/tion tn 
hand? To kiow how Hebrew was read in 
Ancient Times. Though we can never ex. 
pect to be fully fatisfied about it, yet we 
ought co ufe all our Endeavours in order to 
come as near the Truth as we can. Now it 
feems, that if a Man defires to know how 
Hebrew was formerly read, lie departs from 
the Way , that may lead him to fuch a Dil- 
covery, when he has recourfe to a precarious 
Syftem ; and on the contrary, that the fafeft 
way to attain to that Knowledge, is to keep 
to Tradition, and to follow, as much as is 
poffible, the Foorfleps of the Ancients, 
who lived in feveral Ages lefs remote than 
ours from the Time whenthe Hebrew Tongue 
was a living Language, and were therefore 
better able to know how it was to be read. 
Nay, it cannot be doubted, that the Jewish 
Doors had a fettled Method of Reading the 
Sacred Writings, and that ic was fuccefitvely 
tranimitted by the Dofors to their Difci- 
ples. Hence it is in all probability, that 
Drufius expreffes himfelf thus, at the Begin- 
ning of his Alphabetum Hebraicum Vetus. 1 


- have had for along time fome Thoughts to write 


@ Book upon the Ancient Writing ; and ! was the 
more willing to doit by Reafon of the Ignorance 
or Rafhnels of fome Men, who fancy they may 
lawfully make any Alterations in the Way of 
Reading Hebrew Words Let them do it, fince 
they are rcfolved upon it : As for us, let us fol- 
low the Ancients, whenever wecan J have ex 
plained sheir Method in this little Book, as 
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much as 1 have been ableso find it out inthe 
Obfcurity of fuch remote Times. Ginebrard, 10 
a Book which I fhall mention hereafter , de- 
cleres for the fame Opinion, and fays in ex. 
prefs Words, that he never approved rhe Bold- 
nefsof Caninius, Tremellivus, and Mercerus, 
who upon the Analegy of the Bosks of Daniel 
and Ezra, [poiled the Chaldaick Interpretation, 
and tke Syriack Verjion of the New Tefiamcent, 
by leaving out moft Vowels, and inferting Points 
in the room of them according to their Fancy. 
From whence it ovght to be concluded, that 
in things of fuch an Importance, one mutt 
not eafiiy run into precarious Syftems, and 
that the beft way is to ftudy Antiquity, and 
to endeavour to find out fome Tracks of the 


Ancient Ulage to which we ought to cone 
form. 


Secondly, Dr. Mafilef confeffes, that he 
knows not the Power of Vowels, nor even 
their Figures. Moreover, that when he be- 
gan to make Ufe of his New Method, he 
could not fo much as conjugatea Verb. And 
yet without any Hefiration, he leaves out 
Three Conjugations, Prel, Poel, and Pual, 
though it be certain that thofe Conjugations 
have a much more empharical Signification. 
Thirdly, He prefers the Opinion of fome 
few Ancients, as it has been obferved by: 
Pagninus, who fay that the Letters Y, 7, ™, 
are Vowels; I fay, he prefers that Opinion 
to that of the Learned of our Time, who 
generaliy maintain that they are guttural 
Confonants. Fourthly, He confeflcs, that 
thofe who fhall learn Hebrew according, te 
his Methed, will not underftand thofe who 
follow the Ancient and Common Method. 
Can there be a greater Confulion? Why 
docs he not allow every body the Liberry 
of pronouncing each Confonant as he plea. 
fes ? it would have been an eafier and fhort- 
er Method. Why did he not make his Reas 
ders believe , that at this rate they might be 
pertcct Mafters of the Heérew Tongue with- 
out the Help of any Teacher ? Fifthly , He 
ingenuoufly confeifes, that the HebrewWords, 
which have been conveyed into other Lan- 
guages, wil] undergo fo great an Alreration, 
thac inftead of Jfrael, one iult fay Lfirai, 
and inftead of David, Douid. He pretends, 
that the Maforcts vary in thofe Words; but 
can this juftify the Alterations which he in- 
troduces * Sixthly, Dr. Mafclf owns, that 
his Method will be of no Ule to difpure a- 
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gaint the Jews : He muft therefore recom- 
mend the Study of the Ancient Method to 
our Controverfifts ; by which means he gives 
ground, and finks. Seventhly, What can be 
the Effect of that New Method, but to 
make the Jews and Proteftants look upon us 
es Innovators? All thofe things, and many 
more, can hardly be digefted. I might have 
enlarged upon them; but the bare mention. 
ing of thein is fufficient, becaufe though 
they do not appear to me fo many Demon- 
ftrations, yet they will enable the Reader to 
judge of the Argument, which I am going 
to propofe. 

If a Man, very well skilled in the Hebrew 
Tongue, has taught us the Art of Reading 
Hebrew, and other Oriental Languages, with- 
out Points, and without follewing the Rules 
of the Maforets; an Art which teaches us to 
underftand Hebrew only by the Characterifti- 
cal Letters, by whicli means we fhall avoid 
all the Inconveniences above-mentioned ; 
we ought to follow that Method, and to re- 
ject the Syftem of Dr. Mafclef, as being ufe- 


lefs, and even pernicious in the Opinion of 


many. But we have fuch a Method deliver- 
ed by a Famous Doftor of France, thorough- 
ly verfed in Hebrew Learning ; I mean Gil- 
bert Genebrard, in his Book entituled, Exscou- 
30" Gilberti Genebrardi Theolog: Parifienfis, 
divinarum Hebraicarumque literarum P 0/<fjo- 
ris Regit, ad legenda C intelligenda Hebravram 
cy Orientalium fine punttis fcripta, Parifis. 
1587. 

In that Book, Genebrard tells Pope Sixtus V. 
to whom it is dedicated, Tat among the Ad- 
vantages arifing from his Work, it will be found, 
that he clears the Tranfations of the Old Tefia- 
ment made by the LXX. and by St. Jerom; 
that they frequently appear obfcure for no other 
Reafon, but because thofe who mind the Po:nts of 
the Maforets, which were not added till after 
St. Jerom, cannot well fee how thofe Ancient In 
terpreters read ; but if they mind only the Con- 
Jonants, and the Rules which he prefiribes in his 
Work, they will not only fee how the Ancient 
Tranflators read, but alfo difcover the admirable 
Wifdom with which the Holy Spirit directed them 
tothe Knowledge of the Sacred Writings. Genes 
brard tells his Reader, that he had writ chat 
Book, becanfe he had been formerly deterred, 
as well as many others, from reading the 
Rabb.es, by Reafon of che great Difficulty, 
and even Impoffibility which he imagined in 
fuch an Undertaking ; or at leaft, becaufe 
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he fancied there was no conftant Rule to go 
by. Nobody made it his Bufinefs to thew 
that it was a Miftake: On the contrary, 
thofe who had got the greateft Reputation 
by that Sore of Study, kept up the commen 
Error; either that none but themfelves 
fhould have the Glory of underftanding Ra5- 
binical Learning, or becaufe they really were 
of the fame Opinion. Gencbrard having 
mentioned the Sentiments of fome of thole 
Learned Men, fays that for his own part, 
he believes there is an Art of reading He/rew 
without Points ; that if this Are is not al. 
ways conftant and unvariable, (for can there 
be any Grammar without Exceptions ? ) it is 
at leaft very probable; and that any one who 
follows it, will hardly be miftaken. He 
proves, that there is fuch a Mechod by thefe 
Three Reafons. Firft, becavfe it will 
appear from his Book, that there is a 
Colle&tion of Precepts whereby one may 
attain to the Knowledye of the Hebrew 
Tongue without the Heip of Points. The 
Second Reafon is the Cuftom of the Rabbies, 
who read without Vowels, and infert none 
but in the moft difficule Piaces. The Third 
is another Cuftom of the Jews, who write 
all Langueges in Hebrew Chara&ters, and 
without Vowels. Fagius fays they have 
compofed many large Works in the German 
Tongue, wiitren only in Hebrew Lerters. In 
like manner one may fez fome Italian, French, 
and Spanifh, in their Commentaries and Bre- 
Viaries. 

As for what concerns Genebrara’s Work: 
1 That Author divides all his Precepts into 
Three Clafles. The Firft run upon Vowels; 
the Second concern Characteriltical Letters; 
and the Third belong to Servile Letters, 
In all this he fhews what Letters ought to be 
read, and carefully enquires in what Cir. 
cumftances they ought to be read 2. To 
help che Memory, he has digefted his Pre- 
cepts into Tables. 3. To teach the Ufe and 
Pradtice of his Precepts, he explains Two 
Verfes of the Prophet Joe/, with the Scholia 
of R. David Kimchi. 4. He gives a Cata- 
Jogue of thofe Particles, which may give 
fome Trouble in the Writings of the Rab- 
bies. §. He has inferted an Alphabetical 
Lexicon containing a great many Terms of 
Art in Hebrew, relating to Theology, Phi- 
Jofophy, Mathematicks, Rhetorick, Poetick, 
cc. 6. He givesa Lift of allthe Rabbinical 
Books which he knew. 7. He treats at “— 
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of Helrew Poetry according to the Principles 
of R. David Fcbaias. Succi isthe Matter and 
Order of Genebrara’s Book, What remeins 
is to examine Three Things, thae might 
raife fome Difficulty. The Firft is, that 
Genebrard requires, that a Man fhould under- 
ftand the Precepts of Grammar, before he 
reads the Commentaries of the jews; but in 
order co obferve all the Precepts of the 
Grammar, how muft a Man read Hebrew 
Words, before he has learned the Art of 
reading them? I anfwer, chat he muft read 
them according to the Punctuation prefcri- 
bed in the Grammar, and to be found in 
Didiionarics. And left any one thould 
think, that this will bring us back again to 
the Rules of the Maforetick Punctuation, I 
fay, 1. That a Man needs not trouble him- 
felf with che Points added to Hebrew Words: 
And if it be faid , that in {uch a Cafe he 
will not underftand the whole Grammar, I 
fhall acknowledge it as to the Maforctick 
Grammar, but not as to the true Hebrew 
Grammer, which depends only upon Cha- 
rateriftical Letters, and the Harmony of 
Confonants. I fay, 2. That in the Pronun- 
ciation of Hebrew Words, no Difference 
ought to be made between thofe Points, 
which have always the fame Sound. For Ins 
ftance, the Kamets, the Pathabh, the Hha- 
teph Pathabh, are nothing elfe but an A. The 
Tjeri, the Segol, the Hhateph Segol, and the 
Scheva, arealways an E The Hhirik Gadbl, 
and H/irik Katon, always an I. The Vaw 
Hholem, and the Hhateph Kamets, always an 
O. The Schurek and the Kibbuts, always an 
U. From whence it plainly appears, that 
*cis as eafy to learn the Rules of the Hebrew 
Grammar, as if the Hebrews had no other 
Vowels than ours. For all the Confufion of 
the Maforetick PunQuation, which frightens 
Beginners, proceeds not only from the Pow- 
er of the Vowels, which might be learned 
at one View, but from the nice Rules of 
Pun&uating, in fuch, or fuch a Manner, 
and of diftinguifhing Nouns, Verbs, Per- 
fons, and Tenies. If in order to underftand 
perfectly the Art of Reading Helrew without 
Points , ‘tis neceflary to know the Analogy, 
and the Rules and Ufe of Grammar, as Ge 
nebrard confefles; herein I require nothing, 


but what the New Method of Dr. Mol-hef 


requires, as well as]; only with this ifs 
ference, that Dr. Mafclef biings ina Method 
precarious, and liable to the Incoavenica- 
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cies above-mentioned; whereas we follow a 
beaten Way, and with the Help of Gene- 
brard’s Rules we eafily read Hebrew, the other 
Oriental Languages, and the Rabbinical Co.a- 
mentaries without any Point; and by this 
means we attain more quickly and more fafee 
ly the End, which the Author of the New 
Method propofes to himfelf. 

The Second Obje&tion is, that Genebrara’s 
Method was only invented to read Rabbini- 
cal Books, which, far from being ufeful, 
have nothing in them but what is contem- 
ptible. LI anfwer, 1 That thisisa falle Ob- 
jection, as it appears from the bare Tide of 
the Book. I anfwer, 2 That the Reading 
of the Rablies is of great Ule to Learned 
Men, either to confute, and fight them at 
their own Weapon , as Ga/at:nus did, or be- 
caufe they are full of Learning in all Sorts 
of Sciences. Hence it is that Genebrard fays, 
pag. 143. that it may be affirmed without 
Rafhnefs, that among the vaft Number of 
Books which we have upon all Sorts of Sub- 
jects, the Hebrews may contend with any 
Nation whatfoever. And therefore fince 
the New Method will hinder the Reading 
of their Works, it may perhaps jultly be 
accounted pernicious. 

The Third Obje&ion , which I have al- 
ready touched upon, is, that Genebrard feems 
to confine himfelf to the Maforetick Pun&u- 
ation, fince he ufes the Words Hisateph Segol, 
Hhateph Pathahh, Hhateph Kamets, Scheva 
mobile, &c. IT anfwer in the Firft place, 
that “cis a falfe Suppofition, as it appears 
from the Words above-mentioned in his 
Letter to Sixtus V. Secondly, I anfwer, 
that perhaps Genebrard made ule of thofe 
Words for no other Reafon, but to accom- 
mcdate himfelf to thofe who had learned 
the Helrew Grammar according to the com- 
mon Method ; notwithftanding which, one 
may underftand by thofe Words an A, anE, 
or another Vowel, as I have fhewed above, 
without any Regard to the Variety of Points 
and Names beitowed upon them. I fhall 
conclude with fome Refle&tions. 

The Firft is, Thae I do not abfolutely re- 
ject the Maforetich Pun&uation, and its Rule; 
tor fince 1t is very Ancient, and admitted 
in 2li Dittionaries and Grammars, it ought 
not co be defpifed. What I affirm is only 
this, tat if any one does not think fic tg 
mind that Punctuation, “tis much better co 
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follow the Rules prefcribed by Gencbrard, 
than the New Method of Dr. Mafclef. 

The Second RefleGtion is, That I believe, 
if Cappel fhould return into the World, 
that Critick, for whom Dr. Mafclef exprefles 
> great an Efteem, would rather obferve 
Genebrard’s Method, than that of Dr. Maf- 


clef. 
My Third Refleétion is, That Dr. Maf- 


clef appears to mea Learned, Studious, and 


very Ingenious Man; and I believe he 1s 
well qualified to teach, being very clear and 
methodical. 

Laftly, the Fourth Refle&tion is, That be- 
ing wholly taken up with Scholaftick Quefti- 
ons, I cannot tell whether what I have faid, 
will be acceptable to the Readers. I have 
made thefe Remarks without Paffion, and 
with no other Defign than to enquire into 
Truth, and even to approve the New Me- 
thod, if the Learned like it; but if the 
contrary happens, I defign to vindicate the 
Ancient and Sacred Monuments attacked by 
that Method. I hope therefore that the 
Readers wil] be indulgent to me, and that 
Author himfelf will excufe my Muiltakes. 

6. 


Alcala, Feb. 26. 1713. 


The Authors of the Memoirs of Trevoux, to 
whom this Letter u written, do very much com- 
mcnad Father Diego de Quadros, and fay he 
has made a very great Progre{s in Elebrew and 
Rabbinical Learning. 





V. 
ANTIQUITEZ JUDALQUES, 


ou Remargues Critiques fur la 
Republique des Hebreux. Par Mr. 
BASNAGE. A AMSTER- 
iD AM, chez les Freres Chate- 
lain. MDCCNIILE. 


iss THE JEWISH ANTI- 
UIT CES, er Critical Remarks 
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the Hebrews. By Mr. BASNAGE. 
Amfterdam. MDCCXIII. 720 
Volumes in 8vo. page. 884. in all, 
Sold by J. Levi in the Strand. 


R. Bafwage defigned at firft to make on- 
ly fome fhorte Remarks upon Caneus’s 
Treatife of the Repablick of the Jews, as he had 
been defired ; but his Obfervations did by 
Degrees {well to fo great a Number, that he 
was obliged co publifh them by themfelves. 
Sometimes he difters from his Author; 
fomecimes he explains what Cureus has noc 
fufficieatly cleared ; and it may be faid in 
general, that the Readers will find in this 
Work feveral important Matters la: gely and 
learnedly difcuffed. 

No body did ever publith Cunzeus’s Life ; 
and therefore it will not be improper to in. 
fert here a fhort Account of ic out of Mr. 
Bafaage’s Preface. PETER CUN@US was 
the Son of a Merchant of Flufhing, who tooks 
great Care of his Education. It was inthe 
Univerfity of Francker, that he applied him. 
felf to the Study of the Hebrew Tongue un- 
der the DireGtion of the Learned Drufius. 
‘That Profeffor put him upon reading the 
P.abbies; and Cunens made a good Ute of 
their Writings in fome of his Books. Being 
a hopeful young Man, he got very early the 
Efteem of Cafaubon by fome Greek Epigrams, 
and a Commentary upon Nonuus. The Uni- 
verfity of Leyden made him Profeffor of 
Philology and Politicks ; but becaufe he lo» 
ved the Scudy of the Civil Law, he defired 
leave to frequent the Bar fur fome Time, 
and to hear the Learned Lawyers plead at the 
Hague. Upon his Return to Leyden in the 
Year 1615. he was made Profeilor of Civil 
Law ; and he explained the Dige/?, and then 
the juffimian Code. We exercifed that Proe 
felforfhip the remaining Part of his Lite. 
Though he complained of being too much 
taken up with Confulrstions, and other Af- 
fairs belonging to his Profetlion, yet he aps 
plied himfelf to crher Studies relating ro 
Sacred Hiftory, and the Republick of the 
Jews, tle had been tor a long time very. 
buly in writing a Commentary upon jofepius, 
which would have been the more curious, 
becaule he aflured his Prierd:, that he would 
Jay afide all Manner of Prejudices, and de. 
pare from the comman Opinions, if they, 
.ppsared to lim inconfiteae with Trorh. 
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That Commentary is loft, like thofe of ma- 
ny other Learned Men, who had undertaken 
the fame Work. Afterwards Cuneus pub- 
lithed his Treatife of the Republick of the Jews, 
tor which he was highly commended. S/x- 
tinus Amama, who fucceeded Dru/ius in the 
Hebrew Profeflorfhip at Francker, was one ot 
his Admirers, the more becaufe the Author 
was not obliged by his Profeffion to write 
upon fuch a Subject, and yet he had done it 
with great Erudition. That Work being 
the Subftance of the beft things relating to 
the Policy of the ¥ewifh Church, the moft 
Celebrated Profeflors made it quickly the 
Text and the Spybje& of their Lectures. 
Mr. Nicolai, Profeffor at Tubingen, has pub- 
lifhed a large Commentary very much 
efteemed upon that Book. Gorce made feve- 
ral Additions to it larger than the Texr, in 
Two Volumes, which have been tran{leted 
out of Datch into French. Me. Bafnage has 
made ule of this Edition, as being the largeft 
and the moft accurate; and he fays, that he 
‘has difcovered feveral things, which had 
efcaped others, and which render that Work 
more compleat. 

Cuneus tranflated out of Greck into Latin 
the Cafars of the Emperor Julian, and rat- 
fing himfelf above the Prejudices of the 
Ancient Chriftians, who defamed the Me- 
miory of that Prince, compared him to the 
greateft Heroes among the Heathens. 

The Satyr, entituled Sardi venales, is 
another Work of Cuneus, wherein he cen- 
fured Mens Faults. Cuneus was a Man of 
a dry and cholerick Temper: He could not 
bear thofe Vices, which were authorized by 
Cuftom; and he was a profefled Enemy to 
thofe Men of Letters, who feed credulous 
People with falie Miracles and fictitious 
Stories. In the Work juft now mentioned, 
Cuneus attacked the half learned Men; but 
that Piece being a very tharp Satyr, ‘tis faid, 
that the Author himfe!f condemned it, after 
he had confidered the Matter more ferioufly. 

The States of Holand chofe him about the 
Jatter End of his Life, to advife them in 
Affairs relating to Trade and Navigation ; 
and the States of Zealand refolved to mike 
him [liftoriographer of their Province. To 
thac end, Caneus took a Journey into his 
Country, where he fell fick of a Fever, and 
fome time after returned to Leyden. But his 
Pever came upon him agin in that City ; 
and he died of it in the Year 1635. His 
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O:ations were publifhed after fis Death by 
his Son, and met with fo good a Reception, 
that feveral German Writers have commented 
uponthem. Befides, they have been joined 
with Cécero’s Orations, as being proper to 
give a Tafte of Modern Eloquence. 


A LARGE Account of Mr. B2fnages 
Work would take up feveral Sheets: 1 mult 
therefore be contented to gige a general No- 
tion of the whole Perform: te , and to take 
only particular notice of fome tew thing, 
The Firft Book confifts of Twenty Two 
Chapters. 


I. In the Firft Chapter , the Author treats 
of the Antiquity of the Laws of Mofes, an? 
of shofe of the Heathens, and applies himielt 
particularly to fhew, that Mefes was not the 
firit Legiflator, as Cunew affirms, and that 
the other Lawgivers, and Heathen Writers, 
did not take from him alJ the good Thing., 
and all the Excellent Precepts obfervable ia 
their Laws and Writings. 


IT Il. The Second and Third Chapters 
concern the Theocracy of the Jews, and th: 
Land of Canaan, and its Fertiliiy. Mr. Bal 
nage does very well confute what fome Wri- 
ters have faid to prove, that che Land of 
Canaan was avery barren Country, though 
Mofcs reprefents it as being very fruitful. 
The Author examines upon this Occation a 
Paflage of Strabo relating to this Subje%t; 
and his Refle€&tions upon that Vaffige are ful 
ficient to fhew, that ic ought not to be al- 
ledged in order to prove the Barrennefs of 
the Land of Canaan. Whit I have faid up. 
on this Head in the Firf Volume of thet: 
Memoirs,Numb XCIV. will difpenfe me from 
giving a farther Account of this Third 
Chapter, . 


IV. V. The Divifion of the Land of Canaan 
among the Tribes, and the Savbatical Year, 
make the Subje& of the Wwo next Chap- 
ters. 


VI. Inthe Seventh, the Author alledges 
fevera] Reafons to thew why the Jews were 
Little Lnown tothe Heathens. i The Firtt ts 
the great Antiquity of the Jewijh Nation. 
:. The Books of Mofes could not be under- 
flood by other Nations, being written in a 
different Language, 3. That People being 

E 3 confi. 


~ 

















i ae ae 











26 FEBRUARY 


confined within the Mountains of Judea, 
did not make a confiderable Figure in the 
World ; and therefore the Heathens did not 
think ic worth their while to enquire into 
their Origin, and to Jearn their Hiftory. 


VII. This Chapter concerns the Hatred 
which the Ugyptians had for the Jews, The 
Author afcribes itto the Difference of their 


Religions. 


VITT, IX. Mr. Bafnage makes fome Ob- 
fervatious upon the Jubilee, and the City of 
Jerufalcin, 


X. He treats of Jacob's Oracle, and the 
Scepter promifed to Juda, and enquires whe- 
sher it was poffeffed by David, and whether the 
Heads of the Captivity were Kings. 


XI.—XIIL. Afcerwards the Author men- 
tions five Sorts of Government among the 
Jews, from the time of Mofes to the Deftru- 
tion of Ferufalem by the Romans ; and then 
difcourfes of the great Sanhedrin, and Houfes 
of Judgment ; of the Authority of the Sanhedrin, 
and of the Judges and the Exccution of their De- 
crees’ Me. Bafnage maintains that there was 
no Sanhedrin fince the time of Mofes till the 
time of the Maccabees. 


XIV. In this Chapter he treats of the 
Origin and Authority of Kings among the Jews, 


XV _ Inthe next, he gives an Account of 


the Sehifm of Jeroboam, and the Conquefts of 
Sefac. 


XVI, — XIX. The following Chapters 
contain the Hiftory of the Captivity of the 
Ten Tribes. The Hiftory of Senmacherib, 
King of Ninive; of Merodac Baladan, King 
of Babylon 5 ot Hezekiah, King of Ferufalem ; 
of Efaradden , Son of Sennacherib King of 
Ninive; of Saefduchin, Son and Succeifor 
of Effsraddon at Ninive. Here the Author 


does occafionally examine the Hiftory of 
‘Judith. 


XX,—XXII. In the three laft Chapters 
the Readers will find the Hiftory of Sarac, 
the laft King of ~fjria. An Account of the 
Siege of Ninive by Phraortes, and then by 
Cyaxares, and of its being taken by Nabopo~ 
lefar King of Babylon and Chkaldas, The Ru- 
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in of the Afyrian Monarchy. The Accom- 
plifhment of the Prophecies of Zephaniah 
and Nahum. The Reformation of Jofiah, and 
his Death. The Hiftory of Nebuchadnezzar 
King of Balylonand Chaldes. His three Cam~ 
pegnesin Judea. Three leriods of the Life 
of Jehojakim King of Juda explained, and 
the beginning of the Years of the Captivity 
fixed. A further Account of the Life of 
Nebuchadnezzar. The Deftruition of Feru- 
falem in the Reign of Zedckiah. The Siege 
of Tyre. Laftly, A further Account of the 
Kings of Chaldea. 


Ic were needlefs to infert here the Sub- 
ftance of thefe Chronological Difcuffions. 
Thofe Readers who love fuch Enquiries, 
will by all means confule the Author him- 
felf ; and others will doubtlefs difpenfe me 
from giving them a particular Account of 
things, wherein they are not concerned. 

The Extra&t of the Second Volume wilk 
make amends for the Drynefs of the lag. 
ter Part of this Article. 





VL. 


THE LIFE of the Reverend and Lear- 
ned Mr.JOHN SAGE. Wherein 
alfo fome Account is given of his 
Writings, both Printed and in Manu- 
feript ; and fome things are added to- 
wards the clearing the ancient Go- 
vernment of the Church of Scotland 
from the Miftakes of a late Author. 
London, Printed for Henry Cle- 
ments, at the Half-Aloom in St. 
Paul’s Church-yard. MDCCXIV. 
In 8vo. page. 77. 


R. JOHN SAGE was an Eminent and 
Zealous Epifcopal Divine of Scotland. 

It appears from this Bock, that the Chriftian 
Churches of that Part of Great Britain are 
very much divided. I fhall only take notice 
of one Pafiage contained in this Life. Mr. 
Sage (fays she Author) “ for many Years 
** keps 
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“ kept a Correfpondence, by Letters, with 
* che incomparably Learned Mr. Dodwed; 
‘© and though he admired the primitive Tie- 
“ ey and profound Knowledge of that ex- 
‘© cellent Man, yet he most paffionately re- 
“ gretted the extravagant and unwary Pofi- 
* tions advanced by that great Author, in 
“ moft of his latter Pieces. He was pleated 
“ to thew me a Letter which he ient to 
“ Mr. Dodwel, wherein he friendly, buc 
‘*« withal very freely and boldly, gave him 
‘* his Thoughts concerning his Book of Tie 
“* Mortality of the Soul: And he has left be- 
“ hind him in MS. feveral Sheets againit 
‘© him on another Subje&”. Mr. Sage and 
his Friend Mr. Dedwell died the fame Day, 
wiz the 7th of Jane, 17118. 

I fhall make a Refle&tion upon this Paflage. 
Though Mr. Dodwefl advanced extravagant 
Pofitions, according to Mr. Sage, that is, fuch 
Opinions about the human Soul, as ap- 
peared to him and are certainly very dange- 
rous ; yet Mr. Sege was a hearty Friend to 
Mr. Dodwel, and contented himfelf to fhew 
him his Errorin a friendly manner. May not 
we infer from thence, that when a Man of 
Probity, (like Mr Dodwell,) who has no ill 
Defign, advances any Dottrine which ap- 

ears to us of a dangerous Confequence, we 
Frould, in Imitation of the Orthodox Zea- 
lous, and honeft Mr. Sage, ufe him kindly, 
and endeavour to reclaim him from his Er- 
ror by the fame means as that Scotch Divine 
ufed ? 





VI. 
THE Church of England not Super fti- 


tious. Shewing what Religions may 
uftly be charged with Superstition. 
By WILLIAM TASWELL, D.D. 
Reéior of St. Mary Newington, in 
Surrey. London, Printed for Hen- 
ry Clements, ¢t the Half- Moon in St, 
Paul’s Church-yard. MDCCXIYV. 
In 8vO. page. 47. 
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HIE Author has divided his Work into 

feven Chapters. In the firft he treats 
of the fevera! Kinds of Superftition In the 
fecond, he fhews that the Heathens were 
guilty of all Sores of Superftition. In the 
third, he proves the fame of the ancient 
jews. In the fourth, he difplays the Super- 
ftitrion of the Church of Rome. In the fifth, 
he makes it appear taat the Church of Enz- 
land cannot be juftly charged with any Kind 
of Superftition The fixth Chapter is enti- 
tuled, That they that accufe us of Superfition, 
are in all things more fuperji't.ous. Inthe laft 
Chapter, the Author treats of thofe Super- 
ftitions, that prevail among all Sorts of 
Chriftians. 

Dr. Tafwell does very well prove, that the 
Church of Rome is full of Superftition. Per- 
haps fome of mv Readers know nothing of 
the following Superftition, or rather Trick, 
practifed by thac Church, and mentioned by 
the Author. They whip the Graves of thofe, 
who die under the Sentence of Excommu- 
nicaion, in order to reftore them to the 
Communion of Saints. Corpus * nom exhu- 
mabitut, {rd verberabitur Sepalchrum. Dum aue 
tem Sepulchrum verberat Sacerdos, dicet, AU- 
TORIVATE mihi cenceffa, ego te abfelvo a vin- 
culo excommunicationis, GC” refiituo te commune 
niom fidelinm. That is, ‘‘ Tne dead Body 
“ fhail noc be digged up, but che Grave 
fhall be whipped, fays the Roman Ritual. 
*f And whilit the Prieft whips the Grave, 
* he thall fay, BY the Authority which I 
* have received, I free thee from the 
Bond of Excommunication, and reftore 
thee ro the Communion of the Faithful”. 
When the poor credulous People fee a Prieft 
whip a Grave in his Sacerdotal Habits, and 
ina moft folemn Manner, it gives them a 
great Idea of the Power of the Church, and 
they look upon Excommunication as 3 moft 
dreadfulching. The Politicians of the Church 
«' Rome never invented any Trick, without 
h. ving a fubftantial Reafon for ir. 


“ 
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* Vide Rituale Romanum, in Sacramento 
Poentrentiz, de ritu abfolvendi Excommue 
nicatum jam mortuum. 


LO N- 


mm ae { 
| 


ie ot: 


























29 FREBRWUARY I71%4. 





LONDON. 


A R. Alin, Painter, defigns to publifh by 
t Subfcription, A Natural Hiftory of 
Englith Infedts, r!luftraied with ncar One Hun- 
dread CopperePlates , curtou/y engraven from the 
Life, and exadly coloured by the Author himfelf. 
This Work will contain about Fifteen 
Sheets, and One Hundred Copper-Plates, 
engraven by Mr. Terafon and Mr. Vander 
Gujht, The whole will be finifhed by £afer- 
Term, Forty Plates being already engraved, 
and the reft ready for the Engraver, ‘‘ Sub- 
“* fcriptions are taken in for the Author, by 
Mr. lanys at the Prince's Arms in St. Paul's 
Church-yard , London: Mr. Clements in 
““ Oxon, and Mr. Jeffery in Cambridce. 
‘ Where the Work (as far as it is done ) 
‘* may be feen ’. 

Here follows a Specimen of this Curious 
Work. ‘* The Two Caterpillers, 4a, in 
** the Firft Plate, ( fays Mr. Albin, )gone of 
them being of a Red Colour, {potted on 
“ the Middle Joints with Yellow ; the other 
of a pale Yellow, ftriped between each 
Joint with a deep Shade of the fame Co. 
lour ; the Hleads of all of them were of a 
pale Red, with a Ring of bright Yellow 
round their Necks. They were taken 
the Third of June on the Hart-Cherry-tree, 
on which I fed them: They fed alfo on the 
Pear, Apple, Plumb, and Lime-trce, there 
being great Multitudes of them: Seve. 
ral of the aforefaid Trees were eat bare, 
“ asif they had been dead, or blafted, the 
Gravel-Walks under the Trees looking 
black with their Dung. There was alio 
fuch a great Variety of Colours in them, 
as not to be defcribed , I drawing but 
Two of them, having Ten or Twelve 
others differing in Colours. I fed them 
feveral Days. I have obferved thefe Car- 
rerprders, Called Loopers, to ftand always 
ereCted, except when they are eirber 
walking, or feeding, having a Web 
coming from their Mouths to the Branch, 
where they balance, and convey them. 
felves from Bough to Bough at Pleafure. 
Some cf them I found hanging in the 
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Branches lank and corrupted, and when 
touched , dropped in Pieces: Some wen- 
into the Ground the Twelfth of June, and 
fpun the Earth about them with a fluggy 
“ Web: Some of them went into the 
Ground, and changed into a dark Red 
Chry fal, as the Letter 2 exprefles, with- 
out Spinning: Others deied up hard and 
died, neither fpinning, nor clanging. 
The Moth came the Seventh of April, the 
Year following, from thofe chat fpun, as 
¢ exprefies the Back, and a@ the Belly, be- 
ing both of a Yellowifh Colour, ftriped 
and motled with Black: The Eggs are of 
a Green Colour, which the ford lays in 
the Cracks and hollow Places of the Bark 
of the aforefaid Trees, by means of a 
hollow Tube which fhe puts forth at her 
Pleafure ”’. 

Thus the Author not contented to give 
the Figures of English Infe&ts, has alfo taken 
Care to defcribe them accurately, that he 
might fully fatisfy the Curiofity of thofe 
who fhall fubfcribe to his Work. « 


“ 


ZAirsiet aK. 
T HE New Edition of Kepler’s Works, 


containing many Pieces never before 
publifhed, will confitt of thefe following 
Articles, 


I. Demonfirations upom the Magnitudes and 
reciprocal DiRances of the Sun, Moon, and Earth, 
Kepler defigned to publifh thofe Demonftra- 
tions under the Name of Hipparchus: They 
are the Foundation of his Theory, as he 
acknowledges in his Commentaries De Ste//a 
Martis, and in his Epitome Aftronomia Copers 
nicane. ‘the Readers will find in this Ar- 
ticle many Objfervations upon the apparent 
Diameter of the Sun and Moon, the Paral- 
laxer, the Shadow of the Earth, cc. 


I]. Adverfaria Lunaria, with different 


Metheds for the Conftruion of very “Ac- 
curate Lunar Lables, 
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III. Obfervations and Remarks upon the New 
Star, and fome fixed Stars. Kepler examines 
the Opinion of the Aftronomers of his 
Time about the Star of 1604. He propo- 
fes feveral Methods to find the Diftances of 
Fixed Stars, and to fhew what remains to be 
done in order to have a more compleat Lift 
of them, 


IV. A Tranflation of the Third Book of 


Ptolemy's Harmonica, with a Commentary up- 
on the f2me Book. 


V. Meditationes Geometrice. 


VI. A Dialogue concerning the Gregorian 
Calendar. Kepler fhews the Neceflity of re- 
forming the Ancient Calendar, and treats of 
the Fundamental Points of the Gregorian 
CorreStion. Healfo examines this Queftion, 
Whether the Prcteftants may make fome 
Alteration in the fulian Calendar, or whe- 
ther they may keep it ftiil without any Alte- 
ration, or whether they ought to admit the 
Gregorian Caleadar, 


VII—XU. Letters of Princes, Lords, and 
Learncd Men in the XVIth and XVIIth Centz- 
ries to Kepler, with the greateft Part of ais 
Anfwers. There are in thofe Letters a vett 
Number of Things, whereby Kepler's 
Syftem, and the State of Learning in his 
Time, may be illuftrated. 


NID. 4 Demonfiration upon the Motions of 
Mercury and Venus, with feveral Methods for 


the Confirudion of their Tadles. 


XIV. Large Commentaries upon the Theory of 
Mars. They are very different from the 
Vriated Copy. 


— - ; 
Lv. Principles drawn from the Obfervation 
of the Evlipfes ef the San ana Moon. 


XVI. A Mathematical Chromoleay from the 
Creation ef the World tothe End of the Repu 


lick of tre Hebrews 


. ’? , ~f . . 
XVIV. Notes upox rhe Chronolegical orks 
c lia maa 
of Yceliver and Pecavius. 


etry ~ ’ r . 
XVID Geneckl, 23, combaining tee Naty 
feos cf mauy Primes, Lordi, and olka Ula frie 


ae * 
, 


ous Perfons. Kepler did always keep this Sore 
of Works very clofe. 


XIX. 4 Treatife of the Lunar Year introdu- 
ced by the Greeks, and not by Mofes. 


XX. Tabule Rudolphine. This Manufcript 
will be of Ufe to make a great many Cor- 
reCtions in the Talule Rudolphine that are al- 
ready printed. 


XXI. HW forical and Critical Mifcellanies. 


XXII. Laftly, different Treatifes of Arith. 
metick, A/gebra, and Mechanicks. 


Kepler's Life, and large Prolegcmena, wil 
be prefixed co this Edition. 


NUREMBERG. 


HE whole Canon Law, diftriburted in- 
to common Places by the late Fathers 
Sterger, a Jefuict, has been newly publifhed. 


Repertorium Furis Canonici, ipfa Covporis Jism 
vis medulla; hb. e. Perfonarum, Reram, Cafuum, 
Controverfiarum, Litium, Caufarum, Propofitis 
onibus, Refolutioniéus, Decifionibus refirtum * 
Oous pofhumum R. P. Wenceflai Steiger, e Soci 
etate Fefu, in alma Cefarea, Regiague ac Epi- 


{copali Univerfitete Olmucenfi quondam Sacrorur 


Canonum Picf (9:5 Publici O* Ordinarii. Gs 
rimberge, 1713. In Fol. 


ges Calmet goes on with his Commen> 
tary vpon the Bible. He has lacelg 
publifhed his Commentary upon che Pros 
verbs, Ecelefiaftcs, th: Senz of songs, and the 
Vifdom ef Solomon. 


Commentarre Litcral fo tous / 


{2° f0% es Livres ae 
, , ’ a4 2 
Ll Ancien & au Nowvean 


TVejiainene , par be 
R.P.D. Anguftia Calmit, 8: 


ries Beneal Bin 
dé la Congregation de S.Vaunec> ce Uy dulohe, 
LES PROVERGES, LECCLESIAST(:, LE CAN- 
MIQUE DES CANTIQUES, W LA SAGESSI 
D': SOLOMON Parts i* i ¥ tae: Gao ? 12g. 


2, and § 29, 


The Author tekes notice of feveal [n- 
terruprions in the Orovee: : from wience 
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he concludes, that thofe Proverbs are a Com- 
pilation of the Sentences of Sclomon, made 
ac feveral times, and by different Perfons, 
and colle&ted into a Body by Ezra, or by 
thofe who revifed the Sacred Books atter the 
Captivity of Babylon. 

Father Calmet has prefixed to the Book of 
Proverbs a Differtation, wherein he examines 
this Queftion, Whether the ancient Lawgivers 
and Philofopkers took their Laws and Morality 
from the Holy Scripture? And he maintains 
the Negative. What is faid by the Fathers, 
who call the ancient Philofophers Plagiaries, 
confifts of two things. 1. That the Philofo- 
phers knew many Truths to be found in the 
Sacred Writings: 2 That moft of them 
travelled into Egypt, where many Jews lived. 
The Author makes three Anfwers to thofe 
Arguments. The firft is, That neither thofe 
Philofophers, nor any contemporary Wri- 
ter, didever fay that they were inftructed 
by the ‘fews, or that they read their Books. 
Secondly, ehat the Conformity, which is 
the main Argument allediged in the prefent 
Cafe, is not fo great as "tis imagined, or 
may proceed from fome other Caufe. 
Thirdly, that the Philofophers in Queftion 
lived before the feveral Books of the Jews 
were tranflared, and therefore could not im- 
prove their Knowledge by them, Afterwards 
Rather Calmet fhews that Philo, Arifteas, Aris 
flobulus, Jofephus, Origen, Tertullian, Lattan- 
sins, and St. Auftin, favour the Opinion of 
thofe who affert that the Philofophers did 
not read the Sacred Writings. 

A Preface has been prefixed to Eccle- 
fisftes, wherein Father Calmet looks upon 
that Work asa publick Difcourfe, in which 
Solomon, without diflembling the ftrongeft 
Objections of impious Men, proves that 
whatever is cherifhed and admired by the 
World, is nothing but Vanity; and that 
the Fear of God is the only thing that can 
be depended upon. 

Solumon made the Song cf Senzs upon Occa- 
fion of one of his Marriages. *° To vary 
** the Subje&, fays Father Calmet, it was 
*“ neceffary to teign feveral Circumftances, 
to brirg in many Incidents, and to 
reprefenc che Bridegroom and the Rride 
“under different Views, and ating cit. 


é. 
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‘ rent Parts iometimes of a King anda 
““ Oneen; . Metimes of a Shepherd and a 
“ Shepaerdef ; fometimes of a Country- 
“ mana. a Country-maid ; fometimes a- 
© Jore, ard fumetime: in Company. Moft 
“ af thofe who have treated of the Nature 
‘ and Subje& of this Book, have been mi- 
‘ iizken. They pretended in vain to fied 
‘ jn it an Unity of AGions and AGors, &c.”. 
Fathe: Calmet ditcovers feven Nights 
or feven Lays plainly diftinguifhed in that 
Picce, agreeably to the Cuftom of the Jews, 
whofe Wedding did commonly laft feven 
Days. 

T he Song of Solomon has occafioned a Dif- 
fertation upon the Marriage of che Hebrews, 
wherein the Author confines himfelf to the 
Ceremonies of their Bethrodings and Wed- 
dings 

Father Calmet anfwers in a Preface the 
Obje&tions that are raifed againft the Au- 
thenticknefs of the Book of Wifaom ; and in 
a Differtation he examines what concérns 
the Author of that Book. He does not a- 
fcribe it to Solomon. He draws an exaé Pa- 
rallel between the Book of Uifdom, and 
thofe of Philo, as to their Principles, Me- 
thod, Style, the Fa&ts mentioned in them, 
@e. and concludes, thatthe Author of the 
Book of Wifdom isunknown tous. As for 
the time wherein he lived, Father Calsmect 
conje&tures that it may be the time of the 
Government of the Maccabees. 





ADVERTISEMENT. 


HES E Memoirs may be had 
cf the Bookfellers of London 
and Weitmintfter. 

They are alfo to be had of Mrs. 
Dodd and Mrs. Bolter near ‘Temple- 
Bar; of Mrs. Bond, and Mrs. Bol 
ter at Charing-crofs ; and at Mr, 
Dawfon’s in Hunt’s-Court, in St. Mar- 
tin’s Lane, near the Church. 
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